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Also, re olution of the New York Florists' Club, against free 
distribution of seeds-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI : Petition of the Commercial Law 
League of America, for the Lodge bill to reform the consular 
service-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of George C. Henry, for repeal of revenue tax 
on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Mean~. 

Also, petition of Laura 1\Ia."'\:Well and 11 others, for extension 
of the l\Iorris forestry law-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Laura 1\Iaxwell and 11 others, for preserva
tion of Niagara Falls-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Laura 1\Iaxwell and 11 others of the State 
Federation of Pennsylvania Women, for a White l\Iountai11 
reservation-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Retail Merchants' Association of East 
:Mauch Chunk, for the pure-food bill-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of W. S. Kirkpatrick, tor an amendment of 
national banking law-to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

Also, petition o{the Association of Mexican War Veterans, for 
increase of pension-to the Committee on Pensions .. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers' Association of Illinois, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Clearing House, for bill H. R. 
8973-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitio11o of Wilson R. Solt, for the Heyburn pure-food 
bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Virginia A. llilburn-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Bethlehem, N. Y., against sale of liquor 
in Government buildings-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of C. L. Upham Camp, Sons of 
Veterans, of Meriden, Conn., against bill H. R. 8183-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. STEENERSON : Petition of Mannin Brothers et al., 
against the parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Po·st
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa
chusetts State Board of Trade, for removal of the duty on 
hides--to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans.· 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of Division No. 
14, Ancient Order of Hibernians, for a statue for Commodore 
Barry-to the Committee on the Library. 

AI o, petition of tile Chamber of Commerce of Buffalo, for 
tile Gallinger subsidy law-to the Committee on the Merchant 
1\larine and Fisheries. · 

Also, petition of John Young, against any appropriation for 
distribution of seeds-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the International· Association of Master 
House Painters and Decorators of the United States and Can
ada, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the California Fruit Growers' Excilange, for 
Federal control of railway rates and private car lines-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the Chamber of Com
merce of Buffalo, N. Y., for the Gallinger subsidy bill-to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of State Charities Aid Association, for the pure 
food and drug bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

AI o, petition of the American Bankers' Association, for bill 
relating to bills of lading, etc.-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Edmund J. James, for an educational com
mission for China-to tile Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Robert S. Waddell, against the Du Pont 
powder monopoly-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of t~e Yale & Towne Manufacturing Company, 
against the anti-injunction law-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of business :firms of St. Louis, for revocation of 
the post-office fraud order-to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Columbia Typographical Union, No. · 101, 
Washington, D. C., for printing to be done in eight-hour offices
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Earl & Co., against anti-injunction legisla
tion-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of General Federation of Women's Clubs, for a 
scientific investigation of the ·industrial condition of women in 
the United States-to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ellenburg Center, N. Y., for repeal 
of re¥enue tax on · denaturized alcoilol-to the Committee on 
·ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also, petitions of the Curtice Brothers Company, tbe Com
mercial En¥elope and Box Company, the Cburcll & Da¥is Com
pany, the Eastman Kodak Company, the Watson-Stillman Com
pany, the Barney & Smith Car Company, the Jamestown 
Lounge Company, _ the Pioneer Suspender Company, tbe H. H. 
Franklin Manufacturing Company, and tlle Westinghouse Ma
chine Company, against the metric system-to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of tbe Brooklyn Central Labor Union and tbe 
New York 1\Iarine Trades Council, for building battle ships at 
the Brooklyn Navy-Yard-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By 1\lr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Ohio, 
. against bill H. R. 7067-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of A. Williams et al., for bill II. R.· 12067-to 
tile Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. TIRRELL: Petition of Boston Grange, No. 142, for 
removal of tbe tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum. disaster-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By 1\lr. 'V ADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of New York, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to the Committee 
on 'Vays and Means. 

By 1\Ir. W .ALL.ACE: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, for the 
Senate amendment to the statehood bill-to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for statehood for Okla
homa and Indian Territory-to the Committee on the Terri
tories. 

By Mr. WEJISSE: Petition of Edmund J. James, of Illinois, 
favoring sending an educational commission to China-to tile 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the California . Fruit Growers' Exchange, for 
Federal control of railway rates and private car lines-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Master House Painters and Decorators 
and tbe International Association of Master House Painters and 
Decorators of tile United States, for repeal of revenue tux on 
denaturized alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of A. E. Yoell, of the Japanese and Korean lega
tion, for retention of present Chinese law-to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. WILEY of Alabama: Resolution of the State Horti
cultural · Society, at Thorsley, Ala., asking regulation of trans
portation of farm products-to tbe Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Master House Painters of the United 
States, at Birmingham, Ala., for removal of tax on denaturized 
alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and 1\leans. 

By 1\Ir. WOOD of Missouri : Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of John C. Farrell-to tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Freda Burow-to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. YOUNG: Petition of Rosedale Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol-to tbe Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, favoring bills H. R. 
23!) and 9328 (the Bates-Penrose bill)-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, against restoration of 
the Army canteen-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, against religious legis
lation in the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the 
Dish·ict of Columbia. 

SENATE. 

TUESDAY, March ~0, 1906. 
Prayer by the Cilaplain, Rev. Enw ARD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of 1\!r. CULLOM, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tile Journal stands approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representati¥es, by 1\lr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 1345) to provide for the reorganization of 
tile consular service of the United States, with amendments, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
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the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 0216) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine R. Mitchell. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Gal on S. Clevenger. 

The message also announced that the House insists on its 
amendments to the bill ( S. 956) providing for the election of 
a Delegate to the House of Representatives from the district 
of Alaska, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed l\Ir. BRicK, l\Ir. PowERS, and 
1\lr. LLOYD managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate : 

H. R. 15744. An act to abolish the office of Lieutenant-General 
of the Army of the United States; 

H. R. 1584.8. An act authorizing the sale of timber on the Jica
rilla Apache Indian Reservation for the benefit of the Indians 
belonging thereto ; 

H. R. 16381. An act leasing and demising certain lands in 
La Plata County, Colo., to the P. F. U. Rubber Company; and 

H. J. Res. 117. Joint resolution extending the time for opening 
to public entry the unallotted lands on the ceded portion of the 
Sbosllone or Wind River Indian Reservation, in Wyoming. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills ; and they were there
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

H . R. 484. An act granting a pension to William Mayer; 
H. R. 485. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Bantom; 
H. R. 550. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph EJ. 

Scott; 
H. R. 628. An act granting a pension to David L. Finch; 
H. R. 1058. An act granting an increase of pension to Alphonso 

H. Harvey; 
H. R. 1071. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

K. Keech; 
H. R.1137. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra

ham 1\l. Kaufman ; 
H. R. 1205. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

P. Bigger; 
H. R. 1243. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Burton; 
H. R. 1331. An act granting an increase of pension to Ros"\\ell 

J. Kelsey; 
H. R. 1440. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda 

E. Lawton; 
H. R.14GO. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

iW. Renell; 
H. R. 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 

~-Fulmer; 
H. R. 1566. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Lowry; 
H. R.1569. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Murray; 
H. R. 1685. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

[W. Bedient; 
H. R.1742. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona

than Daughenbaugh; 
II. R. 1775. An act granting a pension to Alexander Kinnison ; 
H. R.1787. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

l\I. "\"Vest; 
H. H.1803. An act granting a pension to George S. Taylor; 
H. R. 1809. An act granting a pension to Lener 1\lcNabb; 
H. R. 1857. An act granting a pension to Emeline Malone ; 
H. R. 1888. An act granting a pension to William T. Scandlyn; 
H. R. 1911. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 

E. Grogan, formerly Preston; 
H. n. 1912. An act granting a pension to Julia A. Powell ; 
H. R.1962. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

(). l\fyers ; 
H. R. 1967. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Buker; 
H. R.19G8. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Monroe; 
H. R. 1977. An act granting a pension to Emma C. Anderson; 

· H. R.1997. An act granting an increase of pension to Sanford 
(l. H . Smith; 

H. R. 2006. An act granting a pension to Florence B. Knight; 
1 H. R. 2060. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Farrell; 

H . R. 2080. An act granting an increase of pension to Sydney 
A. Asson; · · 

H. R. 2088. An act granting an increase of pension to Sewall 
A. Edwards; 

H. R. 2093. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Pitt; 
H. R. 2100. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

Wilde; 
H. R. 2150. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

E. Smith; 
H. R. 2151. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 

C. \Vood; 
H. R. 2244. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred 

Dil"' · H. 'n. 2245. An act granting an increase of pension to Troy 
:Moore· 

H. R: 2264. An act granting an increase of pensio·n to Robert 
McAnally; . 

II. R. 2344. An act granting an increase of pension to Selden 
C. Clobridge ; 

H. R. 2443. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. 1\Iower; 

H. R. 2614. An act granting a pension to General l\1. Brown; 
H. R. 2705. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

W. Perkins; 
H. R. 2736. An act granting a pension to William Merideth ; 
H. R. 27 49. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

Flynn; 
H. R. 2763. An act granting . an increase of pension to Anthony 

Sllerlock; 
H. R. 2766. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 

EJ. Brown; 
H. R. 2982. An act granting an increa e of pension to Ansel K. 

Tisdale; 
H. R. 2991. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

F. Landis; 
H. R. 3225. An act grunting an increase of pension to William 

B. Philbrick ; 
H . R. 3255. An act granting an inc-rease of pension to Isaac N. 

Ray; 
H . R. 3284. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere

miah Callahan; 
H. R. 3384. An act granting a pension to Benjamin H. Decker; 
H. R. 3397. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 

Chrisler; 
H. R. 3418. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Snouse; 
II. R. 3435. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

W. Sallade; 
H. R. 3452. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

McGaughey; 
H. R. 3553. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 

Pick; 
H. R. 3557. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

B. Wilkins; 
H. R. 3685. An act granting an increase of pension to James 0. 

Tobey; 
H. R. 3G98. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

E . l\Iiller ; 
H. R. 3811. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

White; 
H. R. 3981. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

McKeever ; 
H. R. 4219. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

Keener; 
H. R. 4257. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice M. 

Durney; 
H. R. 4596. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 

Hughes; 
H. R. 4616. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

W. \Vest; 
H. R. 4704. An act granting a pension to Alice Rourk; 
H. R. 475a. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 

Bullard; 
H. R. 4810. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 

Goodsell; 
H. R. 481G. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Sherwood; 
H. R. 4823. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

G. C. MacFarlane; 
H. R. 4832. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

W. Yates; 
H. R. 4989. An act granting an increase of pension to Domi· 

nick Arnold ; 
H. R. 5026. An act granting an ' increase of pension to Asa 

Tout; 
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H. R. 5215. An act -granting an increase of pension to Jerinie 
Little; 

H. R. 5383. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Davis; 

H. R. 5553. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
L".- Kendall ; 

H . R. 5564. An act granting _an increase of pen~ion to Albert 
G. Cluck; 

H. R. 5.615. An a~t granting an increase of pension to John 
Coleman, jr. ; 

H. R. 5616. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Schroeders; 

H. R. 572-!. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
0. Gillespie; 

H. R_. 5727. An act granting an i:J?-Crease of pension to William 
T. Harris; 

H. R. 6000. An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters; 

H. R. 6066. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
H. Lewis; 

H. R. 6148. An act granting a pension to Henry P. Will ; 
H. R. 6177. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Haack; 
H. R. 6395. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

'Yard; 
H. R. 6453. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Marsden ; 
H. R. 6507. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

M. Busby; 
H. R. 6508. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 

Moore; 
H. R. 6918. An act granting an increase of pension to Rein

rick Krumdick ; 
H;. R. 6921. An act granting a pension to Eliza B. Wilson; 

. H. R. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Miller· · 

H. R'. 6988. An act granting an increase of pension to Seymour 
Cole; _ 

H. R 7208. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
G. l\fassey; 
. H. R. 7223. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Blair; 

H. R. 7229. An act granting an increase of pension to Slater 
D. Lewis; . 

H. il. 7396. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Ball; 

H. R. 7412. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Collin ; 

H. R. 7478. An act granting a pension to George W. Jackson; 
H. R. 7547. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Allison ; 
H. R. 7615. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

D.Ta~; . 
. H .. R. 7622. An act granting an increase of pension to Her

mann Lieb; 
H. R. 7631. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

,V. Foster; 
. H. R. 7765. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Gaylord; 
II. R. 7770. An act granting an increase ~f pension to Burgess 

Cole; 
H. R. 7815. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

G. Co,ell; 
H. R. 7827. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Uhler; 
H. R. 7883. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Dilts; 
H. R. 7984. An act granting a pension to Henry R. Hill ; 
H. R. 8048. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

F. Bottoms; 
H. R. 8063. An .act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Coburn; . 
H. R. 8161. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 

Douglas; 
Il. R. 8176. An act granting an increase of pensiQn to Thomas 

E. Bishop; 
H. R. 8202. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Guy; 
H. R. 8~-()7. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

A. Proctor; 
H. R. 8208. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 

Brainard; · 
H. R. 8218. An act granting an increase of pension to l\Iary C. 

Spangler ; 

ll. R. 8275. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Aucock; · 

H. R. 8289. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac J. 
Holt; • 

H . R 8376. An act granting an increase of pension to .Mary J. 
McConnell; 

ll. R. 8G07. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Haire; 

H. R. 8642. ~ act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Crandell; 

H. R. 8739. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
N. Gray; 

H. R. 8826. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth .A.. Mason; 
H. R. 8836. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza-

beth c. Howell ; · 
II. R. 8017. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Hines; 
H. R. 9127. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac L. 

Rel'ick; 
H. R. 0235. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate H . 

Kavanaugh; 
n. R. 9248. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

'1'. Butler ; · 
II. R. 9249. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 

S. Cromer ; 
H. R. 9267. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Cook; 
H. R. 9447. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 

Edmundson ; · 
H. R. 9593. An act granting a pension to Charles l\f. Pridu.y ; 
H. R. 9860. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

H. Hirst; 
H. R. 9887. An act granting a pension to George Saxe; 
H. R. 9955. An act granting a pension to James W . Baker; 
H. R . 10047. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Ellicott; 
H. R. 10166. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza

beth 1\forgan ; 
H. R. 10217. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam A. Barnes; 
H. H . 10271. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

G. Smith; 
H. R. 10322. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

,V. Calhoun; · 
H. R. 10353. An act granting a pension to Thomas B. Davis ; 
H. R. 10399. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

H. H. Sands; 
H. R. 10478. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam McGowan ; 
II. R. 10632. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Preston; 
H. R. 10677. An act granting a pension to Maria Elizabeth 

Posey; 
H. R. 10723. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja

min French; 
H. R. 10724. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

Bruce; 
H. R. 10725. An act granting an increase of pension to Etta D. 

Conant; 
H. R . 10770. An act granting a pension to Helen P. Martin; 
II. R. 10817. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam J. Morgan ; 
H. R. 10827. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 

Crittenden; 
H. R. 10886. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 

S. Campbell ; 
H. R. 10894. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam J. ·Riley ; 
n. R. 10897. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Deems; 
H. R. 10914. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Hamilton; 
H. R. 10920. An act granting a pension to Mary Edna Crun

meron; 
II. R. 11000. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 

J. Wilson; 
H. R. 11052. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

P. Vance; 
H. R . 11065. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Pollard; 
H. R. 11071. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 

E. Williams ; · 
H. R. 11078. An act granting a pension to Rosa Zurrin; 
H. R. 11107. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam E. Fritts; 
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H. 11. 11196. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam H . Joslyn; · 

H. R. 11259. An act granting an increase of pension to ~arnes 
B. Smitll; 

H . R. 11335. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Chandler, alias Thomas Cooper; 

H. n. 11353. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
1\I. 'Voodworth; 

H. R. 11408. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
,V. Reed; · 

H. R. 11415. An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria 
Bisllop; 

H. H. 11416. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
Belk; 

H. R. 11516. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis 
D. L. Staley ; 

H. R. 11557. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
A. Chapman; 

H. R. 11G25. An act granting a pension to William C. Robi
son; 

H. R. 11G87. An act granting an increase of pension to l\latt 
Fitzpatrick; 

II . R. J 1G89. An act granting an increase of pension to Byard 
II. Church; 

H. R. 11742. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Culv-er; 

H. R. 11745. An act granting an increa~e of pension to James 
D. Billingsley ; 

H. R. 11849. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M . Young; 

H . R. 11886 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Solo
mon R. Trueblood ; 

H. R. 11927. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin D. Weatherman; 

II. R. 12090. An act granting an increas~ of pension to Mary 
M. Stark; 

H. R. 12229. An act granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
I. r.rurckhein, alias Joseph .Adler ; 

II. R. 12275. An act granting an increase of pension to Verelle 
S. Willard; 

H . R. 12289. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Grissom; 

II. R. 12292. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
T. Hill; 

H. R. 12351. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Foltz; 
· H. R. 12354. An act granting an increase of pension to Till-

man T. Herridge; · 
H. R. 123Dl. An act granting an increase of pension to J. 

Frederick Edgell ; . 
H. R. 1239G. An act granting an increase of pension to J ames 

Hutchinson; 
H. R. 12494. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

H. Crane; 
H. R. 12516. An act granting a pension to James S. Randall; 
H. R. 12565 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Jere

miah Kincaid; 
II. R. 12720. An act granting a pension to Sarah Duffield; 
H. R. 12903 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

T. Ferrier; 
H. R. 12948. An act granting an increase of pension to ]fred

erick Bierley ; 
H. R. 12955. An act granting a pension to Lyman Critch

field, jr. ; 
H. R. 13035. An act granting an increase of pension to Maggie 

D. Russ; 
H. R. 13161. An act granting a pension to Cynthia .A. Embry; 
H. R. 13165. An act granting a pension to Martin Nolan; 
II. R. 131G6. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Evans; 
H. R. 13282. An act granting a pension to · Lydia B. Bevan ; 
H. R. 13348. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 

F . Shelton; 
H. R. 13402. An act granting a pension to John Reynolds ; 
H. It. 13G11 . .An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Clough; 
H . R. 13643. An act granting an increase of pension to Davis 

W. Hatch; 
H. R. 13976. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

R. Stalcup; 
H. R. 14123. An act granting an increase of pension to Gott

lieb Spitzer, alias Gottfried Bruner; 
H. R. 14358. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam H. Morrow; 
H. R. 14515 . .An act making it a misdemeanor in the District 

of Columbia to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the 
support and maintenance by any person of his wife or of IJ.is or 
her minor children in destitute or necessitous circumstances. 

H . R. 14719 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Han
nah A. Preston ; 

H. R. 15521. An act establishing regular terms of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the nortllern district of 
California, at Eureka, Cal. ; and 

H. J. Res. 115. Joint resolution amending joint resolution in
structing the Interstate Commerce Commission to make exami
nations into the subject of railroad di criminations and monopo
lies, and report on the same fr<;>m time to time, approved l\Iarch 
7, 1906. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Goodell Com

pany, of .Antrim, N. H., praying for the enactment of legisla
tion to remove · the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Goodwill Council, No. 4, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Plaistow, N. H ., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
"·hich was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the National Consumers' 
League of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate child labor in the District of Columbia; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the General Federation of 
Women's Clubs of New York City, N. Y., praying that an 
appropriation be made for a scientific investigation into the 
industrial conditions of women in the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

l\Ir. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Champaign, Ill., praying for the passage .of the so-called " Hep
burn r a ilroad rate bill;" which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Vermilion County l\Ied
. ical Society, of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing Government regulation of indigent consumptiv-es; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

l\:fr. PL.ATT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of Rochester, N . Y., pray
ing for an investigation of the existing conditions in the Kongo 
Free State; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Sherwood, N. Y., remonsh·ating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

l\lr. NIXON presented a petition of Local Division No. 158, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Reno, Nev., praying 
for the passage of the so-ca lled "employers' liability hill " and 
a lso the "anti-injunction bill;" which was referred to the Com
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

l\Ir. NELSON presented a petition of the Red River Drainage 
League, of North Dakota, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the drainage of the Red River Valley in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fore"try. 

l\lr. WETl\fORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Pleasant View Baptist Church, of Pawtucket, R. I., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Pleas
ant View Baptist Church, of Pawtucket, R . I., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed ag:iinst Hon. REED 
SMooT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 1:eferre<l 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Rhode Island Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, remonstrating against tha 
enactment of legislation for the establishment in the Department 
of tile Interior of a bureau to regulate child labor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

l\Ir. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wiconisco, Pa., and a petition of Local Grange No. 108, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Rohrsburg, Pa., praying for the removal of the 
internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Conneautville, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating. liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the adop
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit divorce 
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except for statutory offenses; which whs referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to exclude all gambling matter from inter
state express and telegraph service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Philadelphin, Pa., praying for the 
ennctment of legislation providing a Sunday-re t law in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 1187, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Rasselas, Pa., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the present oleomargarine law; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the ratifi
cation of arbih·ation treaties; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 1187, 
Pah·ons of Husbandry, of Rasselas, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called "parcels-post bill ; " which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ile also presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enact
ment of legislation prohibiting the sending of gambling matter 
through the mail ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He al o presented a petition of the East End Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enact
ment of legislation prohibiting the sale of opium except in medi
cal prescriptions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of the Woman's Study 
Club of Michigan City, of the Research Club of Aurora, in the 
State of Indiana, and of the General Federation of Women's 
Clubs of New York City, N. Y., praying that an appropriation be 
made for a scientific investigation into the indush·ial conditions 
of women in the United States; which were referred to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Hope Grange, No. 2101, Pa
trons of Husbandry, of Aurora, Ind., praying for the passage of 
the so-called " Hepburn railroad rate bill; " which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of A .. C. Amsden Lodge, Brother
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Elkhart, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which was re
ferred to tne Committee on Immigration. 

Ile also presented a memorial to the St. John's Benevolent 
Society, of Vincennes, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment 
of leO'islation to prohibit the use of Indian trust funds for the 
purpose of educating Indian children in sectarian schools; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Home Mission· 
ary Society of the Roberts Park Church, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings and grounds, 
and also remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti
canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
'Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Northern Indian Historical 
Society, of South Bend, Ind., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the preservation of the U. S. frigate Constitution; 
.which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affair . 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana Society, Sons of 
the American Revolution, of Indianapolis, Ind., and a petition 
of the Indiana Society of Colonial Wars of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the impend
ing destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side for 
manufacturing purposes; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of New 
~bany, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to reor- _ 
ganize the consular service; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He al o presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants' Asso
ciation of Fort Wayne, Ind., and a memorial of Post H, Travel
ers' Protective Association, of Vincennes, Ind., remonstrating 
again t the passage of the so-called "parcels-post bill;" which 
lVere referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants' Asso
Ciation of Evansville, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to consolidate third and "fourth class mail matter; 
.which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post
.Roads. 

1\Ir. GAl\IBLE pre ented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of De Smet, S. Dak., and the petition of 
T . E . Robinson, of Lake Andes, S. D!lk., praying for the 
removal of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the History Club of Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., and a petition of the Woman's Club of Pierre, 
S. Dak., praying for an investigation into the industrial condi
tion of the women of the country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. KEA.N presented a petition of the Woman's Club of 
Orange, N. J., and a petition of the Traveler's Club of Newark, 
N. J., praying that an appropriation be made for a scientific 
investigation into tbe industrial conditions of women in the 
United States; which were referred to the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Atha Tool Company, of 
Newark, N. J., praying for the pas~age of the so-called "'Yil
liams-J\Iallory bill" relative to national quarantine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Caldwell, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to remoye the 
duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 305, Iron 
Molders' Union, of Plainfield, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to restrtct immigration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2543) for the relief of William Pinker
ton, jr., Mary McKellar, Eleanor Culley Stevenson, Sarah S. 
Patterson, and Rachael Salina Reynolds, heirs at law of Wil
liam Pinkerton, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

l\1r. KEAN. I trust the report in that case will be printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under 

the rule. 
Mr. McCU~ffiER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

were referred the following bills, rep01.:ted them severally with
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 12541) granting an increase· of pension to Ed
ward V. Miles ; 

A bill .(H. R. 14i: .. 3D) granting an increase of pension to Sum
ner P. Wyman ; 

A bill (H. R. 15870) granting a pension to Mary Palmer; 
A bill (H. R. 6946) granting an increase of pension to Elias 

Claunch; 
A bill (H. R. 14888) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 

A. Bunker; 
A bill (H. R. 13D59) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas B. Mouser ; 
A bill (II. R. 14563) granting an increase of pension to Ed

win L. Higgins ; 
A bill (H. R. 13627) granting an increase of pension to Homer 

F. Herriman, alias George F. 'Vilson ; 
A bill (H. R. 13710) granting an increase of pension to Anna 

M. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 123D3) granting an increase of pension to Wil

lam Hardy ; and 
A bill (H. R. 12540) granting an increase of pension to Mor

ris J. James. 
1\Ir. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 

referred the bill (II. R. 11129) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas J. Lindsey, reported it with an amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7585) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Girdler; 

A bill (H. R. G557) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Jasper; 

A bill (H. R. 9617) granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 1408!)) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Harter; 

A bill (H. R. 4.809) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Hatfield; 

A bill (H. R. 98DG) granting an increase of pension to William 
McKenzie; 

A bill (H. R. 9995). granting an increase of pension to E1ias 
Johnson; 
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A bill (H. R. 105!>4) granting an increase of pension to James 

1\Iartin; 
A bill (H. R. 11G38) granting an increase of pension to John 

N. Yivian; 
A bill (H. R. 12014) granting an increase of pension to Fran

cis H. Frasier ; and 
A !Jill (H. R. 13150) granting an increase of pension to Cate 

F. Galbraith. 
Ur. PATTERSON, from the Committee oh Pensions, to whom 

were referred the following bills, reported them severally with
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 135!>7) granting an i~crease of pension to Abram 
J. Bozarth; 

A bill (H. R. 12825) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Bloomer; 

A bill (H. R. 13505) granting an increase of pension to 1\Iartha 
E . Chambers ; 

A bill (II. R. 13502) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Bucllanan ; 

A lJill (H. R. 13!>88) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
1\IcMahon; 

A bill (II. R . 14538) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
L. Norwood; 

A bill (H. R. 14426) granting an increase of pension to 'l'homas 
S. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 14925) granting an increase of pension to James 
Grizzle; and 

A bill (H. R. 14425) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
IIenderson Griffin. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2745) granting an increase of pension 
t6 Zerelda N. 1\IcCoy, reported it with amendments, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

1\Ir. OVERi\fAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4440) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Kauffman, reported it with an amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

He al o, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill ( S. 47 5) granting an increase of pension to Nehemiah 
Brundege, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amend
ment, and Bubmitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to George 
,V. Coughanour ; 

A bill (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to James 
H . Posey; 

A bill (H. R. 14848) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha E. Herald; 

A bill (H. R. 13761) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 13525) granting an increase of pension to 
lUartlln J. Hensley ; 

A bill (II. R. 13081) granting an incre~re of pension to Orren 
R. Smith; ' 

A bill (H. R. 13083) granting an increase of pension to 
l\lordkai B. Barbee ; 

A bill (H. R. 13230) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 13231) granting an increase of pension to 
Gatsey l\lattucks; 

A bill (H. R. 13527) granting a pension to Willard V. Shep
herd; 

A bill (H. R. 12 34) granting an increase of pension to Theo
dor Schramm ; and 

A bill (H. R. 13082) granting an increase of pension to ITer
bert Williams. 

l\Ir. Kl'l'TREDGE, from the Committee on the J udiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill ( S. 2769) to divide Nebraska into 
two judicial district , reported it without amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 4G50) granting an increa e of pension to Thomas 
l\fcDonald ; and 

A bill ( S. 237 ) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Leuck art. 

l\lr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments, and submitted-reports thereon : 

A bill ( S. 4826) granting a pension to Agnes B. Earl ; 
A bill ( S. 4675) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 

Parker Norton ; and 

A bill ( S. 4315) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Vose. 

1\Ir. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 54 5) granting a pen ion to H orace D. Mann ; 
A bill (H. R. 147!}3) granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam W. Howell ; 
A bill (H. R. 14389) granting an increase of pension to Amos . 

Hart; 
A bill (H. R. 13872) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 

D. Hopper; 
A bill (H. R. 13891) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 

G. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 13038) . granting an increase of pension to Re

becca Ramsey ; 
A bill (H. R. 13238) granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam Strasburg; 
A bill (H. R. 13311) granting an increase of pension to John 

Wilkinson; 
A bill (H. R. 13310) granting an increase of pension to J ames 

McKee; 
A bill (H. R. 13138) granting an increase of pension to Eada 

Lowry; and 
A bill (H. R. 12760) granting an increase of pension to Wil

liam Ralston. 
1\Ir. FLINT, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 

Rico, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1916) to provide for fi ll
ing in that portion of the naval station at Honolulu, Hawaii, 
known as the Reef, reported it with an amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

HEARINGS BEFORE OOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 

1\Ir. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by l\fr. DoLLIVER, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, 
as may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be bad on bills or 
other matters pending before said committee, and to have the same 
prin ted for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS I TRODUCED. 

Mr. PLA.TT introduced a bill ( S. 5187) to purchase the orig
inal painting of Gen. Philip H . Sheridan on his favorite hor e 
Rienzi; known as " Sheridan's Ride; " which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

:Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 5188) providing for the 
adjudication of. the claim of Walston H . Brown, sole SUI'Yiving 
partner of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co., by the Court of 
Claims ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

l\lr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- · 
rni ttee on Pensions : 

A bill ( S. 5189) granting an increase of pension to ~1argaret 
F. Joyce; 

A bill (S. 5190) granting an increase of pension to Abby .L. 
Bro"ITn (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill ( S. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Robert H . 
White (with an accompanying paper); and '-

A bill (S. 5192) granting a pension to John H. Stacy (with 
accompanying papers) . 

l\lr. DICK inh·oduced a bill (S. 51!>3) authoriz)ng the Presi
dent to place William Welsh on the retired li t with the rank of 
captain ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on l\fili tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5194) for the relief of Mrs. Karl 
F. Kolbe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also. introduced the following bills ; which were seyerally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill ( S. 5195) granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
H . Cook ; and 

A bill (S. 5196) granting an increase of pension to J ulius 
Bracher. 

.Mr. PE~TROSE introduced a bill ( S. 5197) to amend section 
6, chapter 204, Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, approved l\1arch 3, 1893; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia.. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5198) granting an increase of 

I 

-



401.2 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-SEN A 'l'E. MARCH 20, 

pension to Helen G. Heiner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5199) to correct the military 
record of Jolm Layman; wllich was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill ( S. 5200) for the erection of 
a public building at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. ; which was read 
twice by its title. 

1\Ir. BURROWS. In connection with the bill I present a 
memorial of the public building committee of Sault Ste. Marie, 
Mich., stating the reasons and showing the nece sity for the 
con truction of this building. I move that the memorial, to
gether with the bill, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Tlle motion was agreed to. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 5201) to acquire cer

tain land in the District of Columbia as an addition to Rock 
Creek Park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. CARTER introduced a bill ( S. 5202) granting a pension 
to Charles B. Newbury; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 5203) granting to the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St Paul Railway Company, of Montana, a right 
of way through tlle Fort Keogh Military Reservation in Mon
tana, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5204) to authorize the con
struction of a bridge or bridges across the Yellowstone River in 
Montana; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLO~l introduced the following bills; which were sev
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 5205) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
'Alsup; 

A bill (S. 5206) granting a pension to Eliza Lockhart; 
A bill (S. 5207) granting a pension to Elizabeth Carroll; and 
A bill (S. 5208) granting an increase of pension to John V. 

Sumner. 
l\Ir. CULLOl\l introduced a bill (S. 5209) to correct the mili

tary record of Francis Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 5210) for the relief of Ella Kep
ner ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I introduce a bill to authorize the Chicago, 
Milwaukee and St. Paul Railro.ad to construct a bridge across 
Snake River between Washington and Idaho at or near Lewis
_ton, Idaho. 

The bill (S. 5211) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Snake River at or near Lewiston, Idaho, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 5212) to amend the mili
tary record of John J. l\Iuehleisen; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

l\Ir. PATTERSON introduced a bill ( S. 5213) fixing and de
fining the north boundary line of New Mexico and a part of the 
boundary line of Oklahoma; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5214) granting an in
crea e of pension to Hiram J<J. Crouch; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 5215) to fix the regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the ~outhern dhision of the northern district of Alabama, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 5216) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to extend the free-delivery system of the Post
Office Department, and for other purposes," approved January 
3, 1887; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
· l\Ir. WARNER introduced a bill ( S. 5217) for the relief of 
Benjamin Hubbard Frisbie; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
1\Iilitary Affairs. 

l\Ir. CLAPP introduced a bill ( S. 5218) for the relief of Maria 
J". Dlaisdell, widow of William Blaisdell, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 5219) granting an increase of 
pension to David N. Morland; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

1\Ir. TILLMAN introduced a bill ( S. 5220) for the relief of the 

l\Iount Zion Society, of Fairfield County, S. C. ; which was rend 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

1\Ir. FORAKER introduced a bill ( S. 5221) to reoouJate the 
practice of osteopathy, to license osteopathic physician , and to 
punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the Di trict of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tile 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 5222) to provide for the 
entry of agricultural lands within fore t reserves; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to tlle Committee on Public 
!Jands. 

l\Ir. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
se\erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit
tee on Claims : 

A bill (S. 5223) for the relief of the estate of w. 0. Russell, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 5224) for the relief Thomas N. Arnold; 
A bill (S. 5225) for the relief of James II. Fuqua; 
A bill ( S. 5226) for the relief of D. W. Price; 
A bill (S. 5227) for the relief of the estate of Alexander Wil· 

Iiams, deceased; 
A bill ( S. 5228) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. F. Sims, 

deceased; 
A bill (S. 5229) for the relief of L. l\1. Northcutt; 
A bill ( S. 5230) for the relief of Robert Langston ; and 
A bill (S. 5231) for the relief of James S. Clark. 

AMENDMENTS TO DILLS. 

Mr. PLA~ submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the cashier of the United States As ay Office at 
New York to $3,000 per annum, intended to be propo ed by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment relative to the retire
ment with the rank and pay of major-general of officers of the 
rank of brigadier-general having creditable civil war service 
and who have served for two years or more in that grade, in
tf'nded to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that no perma
nent Army hospital exceeding in co t $60,000 shall hereafter be 
erected unless by special authorization of Congress, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committte on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $10,000 for grading and macadamizing Girard street, 
South Brookland, between Twelfth street and Brentwood road 
NE., intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

1\Ir. FORAKER submitted an amendment providing that in 
computing the length of service in the Army heretofore or here
after rendered, paymasters in the Army shall be credited with 
time served as clerks in the civil service, intended to be proposed 
by l1im to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 

1\Ir. OVERMAN. I submit an amendment intended to be pro
posed by me to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Inter tate Commerce Commission. I ask that the amendment be 
read and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read by the 
Secretary. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

Add on page 11, section 9, after the word "jurisdiction," "but no 
writ of injunction or interlocutory order shall be granted by RDY dis
trict or circuit court without first giving five days' notice to the adverse 
party or his attorney of the time and place of moving for the same, 
nor until petition and answer are filed and hearing thereon is bad." 

HEARINGS DEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

l\Ir. CLAPP submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Conh·ol the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and the same ts 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as mny 
be nece sary, to report such bearings as may be bad on bills or otbCl: 
matters pending before said committee, and to haye the same printed 
for the nse of the committee, and that such stenograpbe1· be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of 1\Ir. TELLER, it was 
0 1·derecl, That C. W. Sanborn be authorized to withdraw the affidavits 

on file with Senate bill 586, there having been no adverse report on the 
same. 

On motion of 1\Ir. NELSON, it was 
0 1·der·ed, That all papers in the files of the office of the Secretary of 

the Senate relating to the bill (S. 5162, Fifty-eighth Congress) for the 
telief of the next of kin of Christian Reimers, be withdrawn, there hav
ing been no adverse report on said bill. 

FORTITICA.TIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

.Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro
ceed- to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14171) making ap
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
·whole, proceeded to con ider tbe bill, which bad been reported 
from· tlle Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that it may be now read for the consid.
eration of the amendments made by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head 
of "Armament of fortifications," on page 4, line 5, before the 
word " thousand," to strike out " three hundred and ten " and 
insert" six hundred;" so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of mountain, field, and siege 
cannon, including their carriages, sights, implements, equipments, and 
the machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, 
$600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 21, after the word 

" dollars," to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That the unexpended balance of $39,302.16 of the $40,000 

appropriated by act of 1\Iarch 3, 1903, for cast-steel top carriages for 
12-inch mortars, is hereby made available for the purposes above named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 7, to insert: 

POWDER FACTORY. 

For the erection and equipment of a powder factory, with its ne<:es
sary communications and accessory structures, upon such reservation 
now or that may hereafter be under the control of the War Depart
ment as may be selected by the Secretary of War, $125,000. 

l\lr. PERKINS. At the request of the senior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] I ask that this amendment proposed by 
the committee may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will go oyer. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, under the head of "Fortifications in insular possessions," 
on page 8, line 6, after the word " dollars," to insert the fol
lowing proviso : 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended at Subig Bay, 
Philippine Islands . 

. Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to this 
amendment, which it seems to me ought not to pass. 

I think that Subig Bay should not be specifically cut out from 
this appropriation. We have already expended something like 
two million and a quarter at Subig Bay. If we should leave the 
islands at any time, that is the naval station we should retain. 
If we remain in the islands, that is the naval station we ought 
to u e. 

You can not get a big ship within a mile of Cavite. You have 
got great depth of water at Subig Bay, sufficient to take our 
largest ships. It is a harbor easily defended. There are two 
channels, only one of which can be used, and there is an island 
in the middle. The whole opening is not more than a mile and a 
half or two miles wide. There is deep water inside. That is 
where the great dry dock which is being towed ac1'oss the ocean 
is going. 

To refuse to make fortifications there if, in the opinion of the 
Army and Navy, that is the proper place, seems to me to be most 
unwise. Subig Bay was first selected by the naval board. It 
was tben submitted to the joint board of the Army and Navy, 
and met with their unanimous approval. We have spent, as I 
have said, a great deal of money tbere already. It is certain 
to be the naval station of the islands in any event, whether we 
bold them or whether we leave them. I think to refuse in this 
bill to allow any money to be spent there is a very great mist ake. 

'l'his amendment was discussed fully in the House and over
whelmingly defeated. I think we ought to follow the advice of 
the naval and military board, and we ought not to limit them 
in the expenditure of this money in cutting out one particular 
place in the Philippine I!;llands, and that place the one which has 

been selected for a naval station and on which we have ah·eady 
expended a great deal of money. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I agree in part with what the 
Senator from Massachusetts has said, and the only thing which 
causes me to doubt whatever the conclusion he reaches tbat 
Subig Bay is the proper place on which we should make an ex
penditure is the matter which he himself brought to the atten
tion of the Senate some days ago, in which be disclosed the fact, 
a very important one, of the existence of certain small islands 
on the east coast, if I recollect correctly, where there are large 
coal measures. The immediate object of his then bringing that 
to the attention of the Senate was to authorize certa in steps to 
be taken by the Government for tbe acquisition of the property. 
If I remember further correctly, the statement was made at the 
same time by the· Senator that not only were there coal measures 
there, but a very fine harbor. 

I quite agree with the suggestion that we, in aby event, will 
retain and should retain, either immediately on the island of 
Luzon or in some other part of tbe Philippine Islands, what 
can be hereafter utilized as a coaling and naval station. The 
only question in my mind as to the propriety of designating 
Subig Bay now as the place is the one which has been raised 
by the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE rose. 
Mr. BACON. I yield to tbe Senator. 
1\Ir. LODGE. No; I did not desire to interrupt the Senator 

from Georgia. 
Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to be interrupted if the 

Senator de ires to interrupt me at this point. 
Mr. LODGE. I did not mean to ask the Senator a question; 

I was merely going to make a statement--
1\Ir. BACON. Yes; I am perfectly willing the Senator should 

make it. 
Mr. LODGE. A statement in regard to the island of Batan. 

The island of Batan lies on the extreme southeastern coast of 
Luzon, as the Senator is aware. It is a pface easily accessible 
either to merchant ships or ships of war, comino- from the United 
States or going to the United States. But it Is not in a very 
acce sible place for the Asiatic fleet, which nece sarily spends 
its time on the coast of China and India. Wherever our naval 
station ought to be it ought to be upon the China Sea. 

Moreover, Batan is far distant from any labor market. That 
is the objection to Subig Bay. The only argument in favor of 
Cavite is that it is nearer Manila, where labor can be secured. 
But Subig Bay is very near to Manila as compared with the 
island of Batan. 

The island of Batan has the coal measures. It bas a good 
harbor, as the Senator says. But after long consideration, 
Subig Bay was selected as the best place for our naval station, 
and there a large_ expenditure of money has already taken place. 
I think in any event that would be the naval station of the 
islands. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I quite agree in the estimate of 
Subig Bay, and prior to the suggestion to which I have alluded 
as having been made by the Senator from Massachusetts I never 
had any question in my mind as to the fact that Subig Bay is 
the proper locality for the expenditure of money in the making 
of fortifications with a view to a naval and coaling station. 

From some little personal knowledge, I quite agree with what 
the Senator says as to the undesirnbility of Cavite. It is not 
only lacking in water, but there is no harbor there. Manila Bay 
is a body of water some 30 miles in diameter. It itself is not 
a harbor, but it is as large as a sea, and in times of storm it is 
tempestuous, and it is impossible for ships to find any safe 
anchorage there. The only harbor we have inside of Manila 
Bay at all is an artificial harbor, which was mad.e by a sea wall 
at Manila, but it is utterly unadapted to the purposes of a naval 
and coaling station. 

The objection which I would suggest to this paragraph is not 
that it proposes· to cut out Subig Bay, but that it fails to des
ignate with particularity where this money shall be spent. I 
would very much prefer not simply that the amendment should 
be cut out, but that there should be another amendment which 
should require that it should be spent at Subig Bay. As it is, 
even with that cut ol!lt, while Subig Bay will be eliminated, there 
is no limitation upon what other place may be selected and 
where money may be spent which may hereafter be of no bene
fit to us. 

While of course it is not definitely formulated in our minds, 
the general consensus of opinion is that the time will come 
when our holdings in that country will probably be limited to 
such as may be necessary for our military and naval purposes; 
and I think the Senator from Massachusetts is correct that the 
agreement between the military and naval officials is that of all 
the places Subig Bay is the place. It is immediately north of 
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the entrance to l\lanila Bay. It is on the China Sea, and within 
ca y acce s of all the Chinese ports, and is in itself the best 
place by reason of its physical features, aside from its locality. 

So, while I shall not my elf offer any amendment, and I do 
not know what may be the reasons which have actuated the 
committee in offering this amendment, I would very much pre
fer to see not simply the amendment rejected, but another one 
put in the place of it which shall designate Subig Bay. I think 
it is to our interests to do so. 

l\lr. LODGE. I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
clause as it came from the House did not oblige the War De
partment or fortifications board to spend the money at Subig 
Bay. It left it within their control to say where the money in 
the Hawaiian Islands and the Philippines could be most judi
ciously spent. This amendment simply cuts out specifically the 
one place which it is agreed by all military and naval au
thorities is td be the great naval station, and upon which we 
have already expended a great deal of money, and which we 
must fortify sooner or later. If we do not do it in this bill, it 
will be done in the naval bill; and we ought not to tie their 
bands, as it seems to me, against this one place, which is the 
place of all others where money is to be spent for fortifications 
and for a naval station, if it is to be spent anywhere. 

l\lr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator, as he is on 
the subject, if he knows what amount has been spent at Cavite, 
or has there been any amount spent there in the way of fortifi
cations? 

Mr. LODGE. I am not aware that any amount of money has 
been spent at Cavite. The Senator stated the case in regard to 
Cavite perfectly. I can add nothing to it. And he has had the 
adYantage of having been there. 

Mr. BACON. Any money spent at Cavite is money lost, in 
my opinion. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I think it is money lost; and the effect of this 
amendment would be to throw the expenditure at Cavite, if it 
went anywhere. 

l\lr. BACON. Cavite, as I endeavored to state before, is not 
only a place of shoal water-and there is no harbor there--but 
when the wind is from the direction of Manila-! do not know 
the points of the compass exactly-it is impossibie for any ship 
to ride at anchor at Cavite on account of the rough sea. 

Mr. PERKINS obtained the floor. 
l\fr. FRYE. Will the Senator from California yield to me for 

one moment? 
l\fr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. This matter of a naval station was a good deal 

di..;cu sed when we were in Paris. There were several naval 
officers and Army officers before us and men who were entirely 
familiar with the Philippine Archipelago, and a suggestion 
neyer was made of any place for a naval station except the 
point mentioned by the Senator from .Massachusetts. I do not 
belieye there is any other place on the archipelago that is at all 
fit for a naval station except this point. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. :Rresident, your committee having this 
subject-matter under consideration desired in their recommenda
tion to the Senate to do that which to them seemed to be most 
practicable. There are several reasons which induced them to 
amend the bill, providing that no part of this sum should be used 
in the fortification of Subig Bay. 

Thb amendment is recommended not particularly because of 
prejudice aga inst Subig Bay, for, as bas been said by the Sena
tor from Massachusetts [l\lr. LoDGE] and the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. BAco ] , we agree that that is a very desirable 
place; that it is a good h arbor, being 30 miles in length and 
some 10 or 12 miles in diameter, with water varying from 10 
to 15 fathoms. But the estimates made by the Department for 
the fortification of our insular possessions were greatly reduced. 
The estimates m~de by the Department amounted to $9,9G9,-
6G2.90. That was reduced quite 50 per cent. In this bill mak
ing an appropriation of nea rly $600,000 for fortifications in 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, and Manila and Subig Bay, they 
have recommended that no part of this sum shall be expended 
in Subig Bay, for the rea on that they believe there are not 
sufficient funds to make a showing of any value to the GoYern
ment there. 

'Ihey also took into consideration the fact that as to Cavite 
and the port of Manila, the is~ands of Corregidor and Ca
bello at the mouth of the harbor or bay of Manila are a natural 
fortification. There is scarcely another harbor outside of . san 
Francisco and Sydney that ha the natural advantages that the 
port of Manila has for fortification. Manila is a city of 220,000 
people, with millions of dollars of property belonging to the Gov
ernment, yes, tens of millions of dollars, and it is surely the 
part of wisdom for the Government to fortify the entrance to 
that port. · 

As to the harbor at Subig Bay, there is nothing now there. 
The Senator is_ mistaken as to the amount of money which has 
been expended. I want to read to him from the official re
port--

Mr. LODGE. The Dewey dry dock will be there. 
Mr. PERKINS. The dock is not yet there. 
Mr. LODGE. Well, we hope it will get there. 
Mr. PERKINS. We all hope so. If it had been built in San 

Francisco it would have been there by this time. If it had 
been built at Mare Island, Cal., it would have been about 
5,000 miles nearer to the Philippine Islands than it was when it 
left the Atlantic shore. We shall pay $25,000 in tolls for that 
dock and her towing vessels pas. ing through the Suez Canal. 
If it bad been . built in California, the freight aero s the con
tinent would not have amounted to nearly so much as you will 
pay for tolls through the Suez Canal. The money would have 
been paid out to our own workmen, and it would baye been 
kept in our country, in accordance with the principles of the 
declaration which my friend from Massachusetts bas so often 
made, and to which I most heartily subscribe--that we should 
keep our money at home and spend it amongst our own people. 
I hope, however, that the dry dock will reach the Philippine 
Islands in safety. 

Mr. LODGE. But I beg to suggest to the Senator from Cali
fornia that there are American workmen on the Atlantic coast 
as well as on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but I am referring more particularly 
to the tolls we are paying the Frenchmen and the Englishmen, 
who own the Suez Canal, for going through it. Had the dock 
been built on the Pacific coast that money could have been 
spent in this country. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator a question 
for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. Where was that dry dock built? 
Mr. PERKINS. At a port on the· Atlantic coast-Sparrows 

Point, 1\Id. 
Mr. SPOONER. "The Atlantic coa t" is very indefinite. I 

should like the Senator to tell me precisely where it was built. 
Mr. PERKINS. I baye just stated, though the Senator evi

dently did not hear me, that it was built at Sparrows Point. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now I know. 
l\1r. PERKINS. It was built by the Maryland Steel Company 

at Sparrows Point, nea r Baltimore. Since the Senator from 
Massachusetts bas referred to this matter, I want to gi1e the 
distances to l\Ianila by the Atlantic and Pacific routes : 

Miles. 
New York to Gibraltar------------------------------------ 3, 215 Gibraltar to Port Said _________________ .:. __________________ 1, 9 20 

i~~J~,:~:ifi~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~: iii 
Total _____________________________________________ 11,515 

If that dock bad gone directly through to Manila, it would 
have gone 11,515 miles; but it seems it stopped at the Canary 
Islands. I hope, however, it will finally reach its destination. 

If the dry dock had been built at the l\fare Island Navy-Yard, 
on the Pacific coast, the following would have been its cour .e : 

1\Iiles. 
San Francisco to J.Iidway Islands---------------------------- 2, 770 
~~~~arot~~ifa~========================================== r:gg~ 

Total---------------------------------------------- 6,578 
Thus it appears that the difference in favor of sending this 

dock across the Pacific would have been 4,937 miles. 
1\Ir. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him n 

question? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
l\Ir. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. It seems to be a pretty plain case, as the 

Senator puts it, that the public interest would have been much 
better subserved by the construction of that dock in California ; 
and I a k why was it not constructed there? 

Mr. PERKINS. If I bad bad my way, it would have been; 
but unfortunately my friend from Massachusetts had more influ
ence than I. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not even know where it was built. 
Mr. PERKINS. The Senator spoke of the dock. 
Mr. LODGE. I asked the Senator where the dock was built, 

and he said it was built at Sparrows Point, near Baltimore. I 
merely suggested, in speaking of American labor, that there 
were American laborers on the Atlantic coast. 

' 
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Mr. PERKINS. I spoke of the tolls for going through the 

Suez Canal. 
Mr. LODGE. What bearing that ·has on Subig Bay I do not 

know. 
Mr. PERKINS. The Senator said the dry dock was to go to 

Subig Bay, as I understood. 
Mr. LODGE. It is not yet there, but we hope it will be there. 
Mr. FRYE. Wilen is it supposed it will reach there? 
Mr. PERKINS. I see it stated this morning that it is sup

posed it will reach there by Christmas. At the rate of progress 
it has been making I think it will be long after Christmas be
fore it reaches there. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I only wanted to suggest that pos
sibly because the dry dock was not built in California shipyards 
the Senator from California, in charge of the bill, is punishing 
Subig Bay. 

Mr. PERKINS. On the contrary, if the dry dock was at 
Subig Bay, Ah. President, I think your committee would per
haps have been in favor of making an expenditure at Subig 
Bay. 

I have said nothing in relation to the large sums required to 
pay for the coal which these vessels use in addition to . the cost 
of towing the dock from a shipyard on the Atlantic coast. How
ever, this is all parenthetical. 

But suppose the dock reaches Subig· Bay, there is nothing 
there; there is no naval station as yet, unless it be on paper. 

Mr. LODGE. Thete has been something like a million dollars 
spent there already. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is not enough for the foundation. I 
will read to the Senator from the official report--

Mr. LODGE. I have the official report also. They have 
begun the erection of a barracks. 

Mr. PERKINS. When the dock reaches there, we have auto
mobile torpedoes, we have submarine mines and submarine 
boats, and we can easily protect that dock with very much less 
expense than it would be to build fortifications for which we 
have had no particular plan as yet presented to us. When I 
was a boy in Maine, when I went with the lumbermen into the 
woods to get out timber, in the first place we cut down the 
trees, then ran the chalk line to see what it would square up, 
and then they would hew to the line. If you were building a 
fence or a house, you would first make a plan, so as to know 
what that fence or house was to be consh·ucted of and what it 
would cost you before you expended any amount of money upon 
it. That is one of the principal reasons that influenced your 
rommitteee in making this report-that the Department has 
submitted no plan to your CDmmittee for the consb.·uction of for
tifications at Subig Bay. In the report of the commanding gen
eral of the Philippine Islands, he says this: 

The division commander visited Olongapo and Subig during the year. 
No naval establishment of importance now exists or is being installed 
in Subig Bay that requires land defense. The fortification of this point 
should not be undertaken until Manila is well protected, for if this 
port is captured the Philippines are lost. The defense of Manila 
against a naval attack will be a very serious proposition, as the 
entrances are broad and the water deep and heavy batteries will be 
required with accessory means of defense. To the undersigned it 
seems manifest that Cavite, where is now property of considerable 
value to the Navy, is a very important strategic point for a naval base. 
Certainly this will be the most important naval arsenal in the Philip-
pines until Olongapo is thoroughly fortified. . 

The report was made in 1903. I have here before me there
port made by the commanding general of the Philippine division 
in 1904 and the report of General Corbin for 1905, and no men
tion is made in either of Subig Bay. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEJ\TT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
l\lr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
l\lr. SPOONER. If it will not inconvenience the Senator, I 

should like him to come back to Cavite and to Sparrows Point. 
It seems to me a very extraordinary proposition that this dock, 
wllich could have been constructed as well at Mare Island, 5,000 
miles nearer to the destination to which it was to have been 
towed, should have been built on the Atlantic coast I can not 
understand it. 

1\fr. PERKINS. It seems so to me, 1\fr. President, but I do 
not wisll to reflect on our naval authorities. 

1\lr. SPOONER. Was there any issue made at the time upon· 
the place where it should be built? 

1\lr. PERKINS. It was left in the discretion of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks. I think it was done under their super
vis ion. 

1\lr. BACON. 1\lr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from California 

rield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon the suggestion-! 

do not know that 'it is correct "or upon what it is based-! do 
not know what were the controlling reasons with the Depart:. 
ment, but it is a fact that in the carrying of that great structure 
from this CDuntry to the Philippines, in going across the Pacific 
Ocean there would be very long reaches, thousands of miles, 
along which there would be no possible port of refuge in case of 
trouble. On the contrary, in going by the Atlantic, the Medi
terranean, and the Indian Ocean, around by way of Singapore, 
along almost the whole route there is no place where within 
less than a thousand miles a port of refuge could not be found. 
.That, however, may not have operated to influence the decision 
of the Department. · 

l\lr. SPOONER. That may be a good reason. 
Mr. BACON. From here to Gibraltar is the longest reach 

they would have in making that journey, unless you consider 
the passage across the Indian Ocean, and along the Indian 
Ocean they are nearer to the CDast of Arabia, the coast of India, 
going to Colombo, than the distance to any possible refuge that 
could be availed of in going across the Pacific. . 

Mr. PERKINS. I think, if my friend from Georgia will con
sult the atlas, he will find that from San Francisco to Hawaii, 
from Hawaii to the Midway Islands, from the Midway Islands 
to Guam, and from there to Manila, there are stopping places, 
and there will be only a few hundred miles difference between 
stopping places on that route and by the route which has · been 
taken. 

Mr. BACON. I will suggest to the Senator from California, 
that there is nothing at the Midway Islands which could 
possibly furnish any relief in time of h·ouble in snell, a case; 
th~re is nothing there, nothing but a coral reef. Up to the time 
when the cable was landed there, there was not an inhabitant 
upon those islands, nor is there any possible place where that 
great structure could find refuge in time of trouble. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is very h·ue. 
Mr. BACON. If you leave out the 2,000 miles from San Fran

cisco to the Hawaiian Islands, and if you leave out the Midway 
Islands, practically there is no port or place of refuge between 
the Hawaiian Islands and Guam. How far from California is 
it! 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is correct in his statement; but 
there was no need of this dock starting off without carrying 
sufficient fuel, and the ships that accompany it, the colliers 
and tugs, should have sufficient coal to go direct from Cape 
Charles to Gibraltar; but they CDuld have followed the great 
sailing circle by way of the Aleutian Islands, and have taken 
that route. But I have only incidentally referred to that 

I want to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that the same 
Government officers in the Navy, who have been educated at the 
expense of the Government-and none are more capable .and 
more thoroughly equipped than they are--those same officers 
would have superintended the construction of the dock on the 
Pacific coast who did so on the Atlantic coast. Therefore I see 
no reason, as the Senator says, why it should not have been 
constructed there. Certainly the r eason given by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. BAcoN] is not an answer. 

1\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator would not ·mind 
my asking a question not relating to the voyage of the dock, 
I would say the Senator is a distinguished and leading member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. He has just told us that 
there is nothing at Olongapo ; and yet last year he reported a 
bill containing these items : 

NAVAL STATIO:S, 0LONGAPO, PHILIPPI~ ISLANDS: Repairs to exist
ing buildings, $25,000 ; drainage canal, to complete, $25,000; water sys
tem, to extend, $20,000 ; roads and bridges, $5,000 ; sewer system 
$15,000; tools for general use, 2,000 ; hoisting machinery, $4 000! 
rock crusher and appurtenances, $4,000; in all $100,000. ' ' 

That is a paragraph in the last naval appropriation bill for 
the m~intenance and prosecution of work at Olongapo, which 
the Senator from California says does not exist. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is correct in the statement that 
I am a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, although I 
am not, as be says, very distinguished. It is true that that 
committee reported in fav01: of the appropriations which be has 
read; but let me read to my friend from Massachusetts what 
the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation of the NaVy Department 
says in the report for 1905. This is his language : 

(b) Olongapo.-The progress of work at Olongapo has not been as 
satisfactory as was hoped. In a measure this is due to the o-reat 
amount .of preliminary work required to prepaxe the site for the~ pro
posed station, and to the fact that the appropriations have not been 
made in accordance with the natural sequence in which the work of 
building up should be undertaken. Careful estimates have been maue 
of the manner in which money for the building up of Olongapo could 
be most economically and judicially expended. Since the land for the 
site has to be raised from 3 to 5 feet above its present level, the time 
required to establish a repair station at this place will be between six 
and seven years, and the estimated cost will be $4,000,000. This 
should establish a plant which would have a somewhat better output 
and better facilities than the present station at Cavite. 

.--
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We made the appropriation, 1\fr. President. Here is the re- I of August, and 27.678 in the month of September. In those 
port of the chief of that Bm·eau, which I have just read. It is months there was certainly a deluge of rain which would have 
self-e~"})lanatory. We make appropriations for many purposes, washed everything away. 
but sometimes it is not deemed expedient by the officers . who So your committee thought, in considering this matter, that no 
have the disbursement of the money to expend it injury could be done to the Government or to the port of Subig to 

Now, let me read what the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and expend this money upon the islands of Corregidor and Cabello at 
Docks says about Subig. I want to say in passing, Mr. Presi- the entrance to Manila Bay. Believing so, we have made this 
dent, that your committee have the same object in view that the recommendation, and I want to reiterate that we have no object 
Senator from Massachusetts has. \Ve only want to do that in view except to do in an advisory sense what we believe the 
which is for the best interests of the service and the best in- best interests of the Government require. 
tere ts of the Navy Department. . In making these appropriations we must consider the available 

Mr. LODGE. Now, let me ask the Senator at that point, fund we have at om· disposal. We have cut down these e ti
does the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy ask mates 50 per cent, and we believe to spread them over 70 miles 
to have Subig Bay prohibited from this expenditure? · from Manila Bay would not be advisable; that it would not be 

Mr. PERKINS. They do not. in the interest of economy or in the interest of the fortification 
Mr. LODGE. Does the Board ask for it? of Subig Bay. 
Mr. PERKINS. I have read the message of the President, Mr. CLAY. · 1\fr. President-- . 

which came to us-- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
1\Ir. LODGE. You have put in a prohibition on the expenal- yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

ture of the money at Subig Bay. I am not asking that you 1\Ir. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
should require the expenditure of money there, but only that . Mr. CLAY. In connection with what the Senator is saying, 
you should leave to the proper persons charged with the duty let me call his attention to an item on the same page. I see 
to say where the money shall be spent. This is a prohibition that this bill carries about $5,000,000. The House bill car
against spending it in one place in the Philippines. ries a little over $4,000,000. The Senate has increased the 

.l\lr. PERKINS. 1\Ir. President, I admit I have every confi- amount nearly a million dollars-seven hundred and some odd 
deuce in the judgment, skill, and ability of the Board of .Forti- thousand dollars. In going through the bill I notice on page 
fications and Ordnance. I have before me thei:x: report, which 8 that $1,452,000 of this $5,000,000 is to be used in our insular 
was submitted to us late in March, preceded by the President's pos essions for the purpose of coast defenses, etc. I also notice 
message of March 6, in which the President advised Congress on page 8, line 12, the following item: 
that be had appointed a board consisting of the efficers named For the purchase, manufacture, and test of seacoast cannon for coast 
to revise the Endicott plan for fortifications. Now, I want to defense for the insular possessions,. including their carriages, sights, 
answer the Senator from Massachusetts. I am speaking for implements, equipments, and the machinery necessary for their manu
myself personally. I recall the argument he made when be facture at the arsenals, $565,000. 
presented the bill to the Senate a few weeks since and asked The House of Representatives thought that $200,000 was a 
unanimous con ent, which was granted, to have appropriated sufficient sum for that purpose. I have read the report of the 
$50,000 to purchase a mining claim, a mining location in the House committee, and it is very difficult for me to understand how 
island of Batan, and the Senate unanimously passed that ap- a House committee can say that only $200,000 was necessary' 
propriation bill. I think they did so b~ause of the persuasive for this purpose and for the S~nate co,mmitte~ to say that 
argument used by the Senator from Massachusetts, who, it will $5G5,000 was necessary for the same work. To say the least, the 
be remembered, dilated upon the great advantages of this great Senate committee ought to be able to give the Senate some 
bay in the island of Batan, which is capable of holding a whole reason why this appropriation .is more than double the amount 
naval fleet. He stated that there were great coal deposits on carried in tfi.e House bill. I want to call the Senator's special 
the island and that it was a Government reservation. I have attention to the fact that nearly two-thirds of this entire 
looked it up on the map this morning-and have the atlas be- appropriaion is to be used for our insular possessions. 
fore me-to find just where the island of Batan is. Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I am much pleased to learn 

1\Ir. LODGE. The island of Batan is on the southeastern that my friend from Georgia has read the hearings before the 
coast of the Philippines. . House committee. I wish he had done the committee of the 

Mr. PERKINS. It is on the eastern side of the archipelago. Senate the honor to have read the bearings held before that 
It is only 500 miles from .Manila. It is within 50 miles of the committee. 
Straits of San Bernardino, which straits are the gateway to Mr. CLAY. I will .ask the Senator ha.s the Senate committee 
the Philippine Islands from San Francisco. given us any report in r egard to that matter? · 

Mr. LODGE. How far is Subig Bay from Manila? Mr. PERKINS. Most certainly they have. 
Ur. PERKINS. Seventy miles. Batan Bay would be just as Mr. CLAY. I have the report before me here, and if there 

near, under certain conditions, as Subig Bay, for if there was are any reasons given for it I have not been able to find them. 
· ff h 'th t ed t d f 1 ·t Mr. PERKINS. I will read them, then, to my friend. I 

a fleet lymg 0 t ere WI orp os or a coas - e ense vesse 1 read from page 21 of the statement of General Crozier before 
would be impossible for a navy to come out and engage them the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations: 
without meeting with defeat. 

San Diego, on the Pacific coast, is nearly 500 miles from San Senator PERKiNs. In your letter to the Secretary of War you also 
Francisco; yet we think it is only a pleasure trip to go down to make the foil~~~~! r;~~:~:::a;~:n ~NSULAR PossEssro!'<s. 
San Diego. It is a pleasure trip ; and the trip from Manila to 
Batan in the Philippine Islands might be equally deli!!htful. "In providing for guns, carriages, and emplacements for the insul:u: 

~ possessions in the acts of April 21, 1904, March 3, 1905, and the pend-
The hydrographic officer of the Coast and Geodetic Sm·vey, ing bill, the 12-inch guns and their emplacements have been carried 

whom I have interviewed, reports that Batan Island is a most ahead of the carriages therefor, so that the guns, carriages, and em-
1 t t f f It h I did h b "th 17 placements do not balance. '.rhe carriages are seven short of the 

exce len por o re uge. as a sp en ar or, WI necessary number, and to pro-~de them the appropriation carried in 
fathoms of water, and a ship drawing 42 feet of water can lie lines 3 and 4 of page 8 should be increased by $365,000, making tho 
now within 100 yards of the shore. · It is a Government reserva- total sum appropriated under the item $565,000. The disct·epancy has 
t . d h 11 b 1 t G t been ~rowing since tbe first act was passed, and results from misunder-lOn, an now W 0 Y e ongs O our overnmen · standmgs arising in reducing tbe estimates made by the War Depart-

As the Senator from Massachusetts was portraying the great ment, wbicb, as submitted, balance." 
natural advantages of this island from a nautical standpoint, This you explained to tbe House committee, General, but stm they 

failed to act upon your recommendation. · 
the thought suggested itself to me what an ideal place for a General CRoziER. I did not have a complete opportunity to explain tt 
naval rendezvous; what an ideal place for a llqVal station! to the House committee, because I did not know exactly the shape in 
The report of the Philippine Commissioners shows that the coal which the bill was coming out of the committee. _ 
of this island bas been worked for a number of years. The Senator PERKINS. Will you explain to the committee tbe status of the case as it appears in your letter here and the reasons wby you make 
Government has been developing it, and if the extent of the de- this recommendation? 
po it turns out as promi ed, a supply may be expected from the General CROZIER. Yes, sir. 

f f tb · 1 d t · 1 · th t · There have been thus far two acts passed which carry fortifications hal o e IS an open 0 commercla compan1es a lS esti- and tbe armament thereof in the insular possessions. The discrepancy 
mated at 200,000 tons a year for the next two hundred years. Is confined to the emplacements and carriages and guns of the largest 

Mr. President, a battle ship without coal or liquid fuel is as size, namely, the guns of 12-inch caliber. 
h I I ·1· hi t "th t · d At S b" By the act ·of April 21, 1904, there was a sum of money provided e P ess as a sal mg s P a sea WI ou Will • U Ig Bay for emplacements for two 12-inch disappearing carriages; by the act 
there is no coal. There is plenty of water there, I notice by fu~ of March 3, 1905, for four, and by this act, as it bas passed the House 
report. although our estimates show that it will be necessary to of Represel?-tatives, for ~our mot·e, making ten 12-inch emplacements; 
sink wells for fresh water. and authonty has been given to use the guns thet·efor from those which we have on hand, not requiring a new appropriation. 

From the report of the committee of naval officers ordered to By the act of April 21, 1904, the first of these before-mentioned acts 
examine it I ob<>erve that 25.725 inches of rain fell in the there was provided money for two 12-inch carriages, balancing the two 

11 f J 52 24G · th th f J 1 37 765 · th emplacements; but by the next act, that of March 3, 1905, there was 
mont o • une; · m e mon o u Y; • In e month no appropl'iation made for 12-inch carriages, althou2:h one was made 
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for four 12-inch emplacements; and by the bill which you have before 
y.ou theee is only one 12-inch caHiage provided for, although provision 
is made for foue 12-inch emplacements. 

Senator ALLISON. You are short seven carriages? 
• General CnozrnR. So, adding those figures, you see I am short seven 

carriages. 
I\Ir. SCOTT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

y_ield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
. Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ·· scOTT. I am very" much of the opinion that Gen~ral 
Crozier and those in charge are, to use a homely expression, 
" putting the cart before the horse." I visited your coast from 
San Diego clear up to Puget Sound. The·y are putting up em
placements. The guns are lying in the weeds, ·c~vered over with 
oil to keep them from rusting. The great trouble is, they have not 
men to take care of the guns and the emplacements they have 
now. 'l'here should nof be another emplacement or one of these 
sand pits on these projections into the sea until we have men to 
take care of the guns and the carriages we have ·now. 
. I speak fi·om personal observation of a half a dozen forts. 

'I'he gun carriages we have are not being employed. They have 
emplacements where there are no guns and they have guns 
where th.ey have no emplacements. 

Mr. PERKINS. -Further answering the Senator from Geor
gia, I think this is self-explanatory. It is as if we had the 
nmning gear of severi wagons, the wheels ·and axles, and no 
wagon beds to put on them, and they are therefore useless. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, they have no men 
to put the wagon beds on the wagon wheels. 

Mr. PERKINS. They have no one to drive the horses. That 
Ls true. 
· I\Ir: LODGE. Mr. Presi_dent, _I merely wish to call attention 

to the recommendations of the joint board. I _will only . read 
what they are all agreed on: · 

The joint board is unanimously of the opinion- · · 
(1) That without a fortified naval base ·in· the ·Philippines the Asiatic 

fieet can not keep open the lines of communication for supplies from 
the United States, oe between the Army posts within the Philippines, 

· without which supplies th'e military fo·rces 'of 'the United States · could 
not hold command of the islands. . . 
. (2) That . Manila is not, bu,t ·that Su"Qig Bay . is, s~te~ for a naval 

base and station, and of all harbors in the archipelago 1t lS the best for 
the purpose. . ' _ . : • . · 
J (3) That-the fortification of Subig Bay is essential to the security of 

. a naval -station located there. - . · 
· ( 4) That a fortified naval base at Subig Bay will contribute mate

rially to the defense of Manila Bay. 
. Then I also desire to read. what Admiral Dewey says in n 

letter to Mr. Foss, chairman of the Naval Committee of the 
House, dated February 14, 1906; with respect to this very bill : 

I thereupon went to Subig Bay and spent considerable time in exam
ining it, particularly as to its-fitness for · a · naval base; and came to the 
conclusion, which has been strengthened by all my subsequent study, 
that Olongapo was an ideal natural site for a naval station and im
measrn·ably superior to any location in Manila Bay. 

Very truly, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 

· Now, that proves the proposition that it is the uniform opinion 
of all those best qualified to judge that Olongapo, Subig Bay, 
is the place for the naval station. It is easily def~nded and has 
sufficient water. 
· Of course when I spoke about Batan and the coal mines I did 

riot suppose we were going to att~ch a naval station to a coal 
mine. A naval station must be placed with regard to other 
considerations. It has been placed there. Eight hundred thou
sand dollars was the :first appropriation for Subig Bay. We 
have been appropriating money ever since. The work has 
begun. There is a dock going there now worth a million and a 
quarter. I repeat my original :figures, which I :find confirmed 
by the House debate, that altogether nearly two million dollars 
and a half has been authorized or spent at Subig Bay. It is also 
for the defense of Manila. It is admitted that it is the station 
we shall always hold in those islands. 

Now, I submit that it is bad economy to prohibit the War and 
Navy Departments from spending any money at Subig Bay. 
Of course the purpose is to throw the expenditure to Cavite, 
where no money ought to be spent. It never, by any possibility, 
can be made a good station, because the water is not there. 
· Ir. PERKINS. I should like to call the attention of the 

Senator to the chart of Manila Bay. 
I\Ir. LODGE. I have not been there, but I am fairly familiar 

with the chart. 
Mr. PERKINS. I should also like to call the attention of the 

Senator from Massachusetts to Batan Island. 
1\11•. LODGE. I know where that is, too. 
1\lr. PERKINS. I am sure we did wisely in purchasing those 

mines. 
Mr. LODGE. Yes. But suppose we find an iron mine, and it 

is wise· to secure it; is it then to be argued that we must move 
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the naval station over to the iron mine? The naval station is 
military. It is not merely to be near_a coal mine. The object 
is the military value, and the military value of Subig Bay is 
admitted by every expert whose opinion is worth anything. In 
the judgment of the joint board of the Army and the Navy, 
Subig Bay . is the proper place for a naval base. We have 
already begun to spend money there--

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President-- · 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
l\Ir. LODGE. Certainly. . 
Mr. ELKINS. If you establish a naval station at Subig Bay, 

will you not also have to establish one at Manila, and are you 
l•.in favor of both? 

Mr. LODGE. I do no~ think it will be necessary, if we have 
a strong base at Subig Bay, to enter on very extensive fortifica
tions in Ma:nila Harbor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is only 70 miles away. 
Mr. LODGE. It is only 70 miles away, and Manila is such 

a large bay that the way to protect Manila il'! with a fleet. 
The fleet that holds Subig Bay is master of Manila. It may be 
necessary to have submarine mines in the channel, or something 
of that kind, . but I do not think there is · the slight~st use of 
wasting large f;)ums of mo~y in fortifications around Cavite. 

·I think the way to defend Manila Bay is with a powertul fleet. 
You want a naval station at Snbig Bay; you can easily fortify 
it; and there is where the naval property is and is going to be. 

Mr. ELKINS. As I understand it, in order :to get to Subig 
Bay, ·in order to get deep water, you would have to dredge to 
a great extent, which would put the Government to great ex
pense. 

Mr. LODGE. The facts are exactly the other way. What 
needs to be ·done at Subig Bay is to :fill in the land for the 
buildings, because it is now marshy. There is great depth of 
water in Subig Bay. I am told by naval otp.cers that you can 
not get a battle ship within 2 miles of Cavite. 

Mr: ELKINS. I will _ask the Senator from Wyoming, who 
has b~en there, if it is not his impression from actual observa
tion that you would have to dredge there in order to get water 
enough to float a fleet? 

'Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to 
answer, I will say that part of the bay has deep water, but it 
is a part of the plan of those who advocate Subig Bay as a 
naval base to dredge more than a mile square, some of it over 
20 feet deep . 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to call attention to the estimate made 
by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. It reads as 
follows : · 

Toward dredging, filling, and grading, including cost of dredges and 
necessary tools and equipment (to cost $:1,,200,000). 

Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars is to be provided this 
year. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, with his 
permission, a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I will take the map which the Senator has fur
nished me, showing the depth of water. There are now 6 
fathoms of water right in the harbor of Olongapo. It goes up 
to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that. The only 
trouble is it is 70 miles from the place we want to fortify. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the ·senator allow me to correct him
that is, if the · Secretary of wa·r knows anything about it, and 
I think he does, because he has spent considerable time in the 
islands. He says it is only 35. 

Mr. PERKINS. That must be overland. 
Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator mean to say it is a shorter 

distance by land than by water? 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President-· -
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming'? 
Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu

setts this question, and it is the whole nut of the proposition. 
If Subig Bay is the place, and I do not controvert it or pre
tend to say it is not, why did not the Board of Fortifications 
and Coast Defenses, in submitting their report on February 21, 
submit a plan to us? They say it is an important port, I 
will admit, but they make no recommendation as to a plan or 
how it should be fortified. 

Mr. LODGE. I will ask what recommendation they make 
about Cavite? Have they a plan there? 

Mr. PERKINS. E-rer since we have had it--
Mr. · LODGE. There is no plan for Cavite any more than 

there is for Subig Bay; but this is a proposition to prohibit any 
expenditure at Subig Bay and throw the expenditure to Carite, 
which, I submit, is a waste of money. 
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1\Ir. PERKINS. Admiral Dewey made a plan for the im
provement of Manila Day, and we have been working on those 
lines ever since. · · 

1\Ir. LODGE. I am not speaking of improvements to Manila 
Bay. I am speaking of the fortification of Cavite. They have 
submitted no plan for that. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I should like----"-
1\Ir. TELLER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. LODGE. I do. I yield to any Senator. 
1\Ir. '!'ELLER. If I could get the attention of the Senator 

from Massachusetts, or of some other Senator, I should like to 
ask him a question. If this money is not expended at Subig 
Bay, where is it going to be expended? Will somebody tell us 
that? 

l\Ir. LODGE. Where is the money to be expended if not at 
Subig Bay? is the que tion the Senator from Colorado asks. 

l\Ir. PERKINS. It is to be expended, in the discretion of the 
Board of Fortifications, in Manila Bay, in the islands of Cor
regidor and Cabello, and in the Hawaiian Islands. 

1\Ir. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado will see exactly the 
point of it. It is to deprive them of discretion as to Sub!g Bay. 
They have discretion to spend money without any plan at 
Cavite or Corregidor or any other point in Manila Bay, but they 
have no discretion as to Subig Bay, which has been taken as a 
naval station and where we have made large expenditures. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know much about this bill. While 
I am a member of the Committee on Appropriations, which re
ported it, I am not a member of the subcommittee, and unfor
tunately I did not get any notice of the meeting of the committee 
and was not present at all. · 

I do not know what it will cost to do this work, but I under
stand that the naval people are ex:h·emely anxious to do this 
work at Subig Bay. I understand from the Senator from Mas
sachusetts that two millions and a half have already been ex
pended there. Some one says $800,000, and that the remainder 
bas been authorized. I should like to know the character of 
those expenditures, if some one can tell me. 

1\Ir. WARREN. The Senator, if he should go there, unless 
there has been something very materially added in the last 
few months, would see a part of a wharf; about what would 
be built at some siding where cord wood is loaded. That is 
all there is in sight. The money may have been appropriated 
and may have been properly used, but from the view point of 
the bay itself there is nothing in sight except a small wooden 
pier, which runs out a little ways, where small vessels can 
unload. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from California, 
who bas this bill in charge, where they propose to expend the 
money that is to be expended in the Hawaiian Islands? Is 
there any definite place for that expenditure? 

l\fl•. PERKINS. It will be expended partly in the port of 
Honolulu and at Pearl Harbor. However, that is a matter 
which has been agreed upon. The improvement of Pearl 
Harbor and the fortification- of Honolulu have been agreed 
upon under the plan submitted to our committee, of which the 
Senator is a member, four years since. But this is a new plan 
of operation. It is an appropriation of money for which we 
have no plan, and as the Senator was not present when I read 
fTom the reports--

1\Ir. TELLER. Yes, I was; but I could not hear it over here, 
with all the noise there is in the Chamber. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to read it again for the benefit 
of the Senator. It is from the Chief of th.e Bureau of Naviga
tion, an eminent naval officer, the peer of anyone in our Navy 
or any other navy, and he says what I shall read about Olon
gapo. The money we appropriated at the last session of Con
gress, to which the Senator from Massachusetts referred, has 
not been expended, as I infer from this : 

The progress of work at Olongapo has not been as satisfactory as 
was hoped. In a measure this is due to the great amount of pre
liminary work required to prepare tbe site for the proposed station, 
and to the fact that the appropriations have not been made in ac
cordance with the natural sequence in which the work of building up 
should be undertaken. Careful estimates have been made of the man
ner 1n which money for the building up of Olongapo could be most 
economically and judicially expended. Since the land for the site has 
to be raised from 3 to 5 feet above its present level, the time required 
to establish a repair station at this place will be between six and 
seven years; and the estimated cost will be $4,000~000. This should 
establish a plant which would have a somewhat oetter output and 
better facilities than the present station at Cavite. 
_ What your committee claim is that there is no necessity of 

spending a part of this money at Subig Bay at this time, as we 
have machine shops and a naval station at Cavite, and the 
money should be expended there for fortifying the island of 
Oorregidor and the other island that guards the entrance to the 

I 
bay. When the Board of Fortifications and Coast Defenses 
shall submit to the Congre s a plan for the fortification of Subig 
Bay, I do not belie-.;-e there is a memuer of the committee who 
will gainsay their recommendation; but until that time comes 
let us spend this money where it can be advantageously u ed. 

1\Ir. LODGE. The Senator speaJ.:s of these naYal and Army 
officers. Why can we not trust to their discretion? \\'by must 
we undertake to prohibit the expenditure of this money at a 
given place, which will simply involve double expenditure in the 
end? 

l\fr. TELLER obtained the fioor. 
Mr. ALLISON. 1\fr. Pre ident--
1\fr. ELKINS (to l\Ir. ALLISON). 1\fr. TELLER bas the fioor. 
Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. -
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa, because I 

want some information. I have not got it, and be may have it. 
So I hope be will proceed. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. 1\Ir. President, I do not know that I can give 
the Senate or the Senator the information required. l\fy chief 
reason for agreeing to this prohibition of expenditure at Subig 
Bay was that the committee had no information which would 
justify them in providing for such expenditure. So far as the 
statements and reports disclose, there is nothing practically now 
at Subig Bay, and there will be very little at Subig Bay except 
this great dry dock, and, as is stated in the report from which 
the Senator from California has just read, it will take from 
six to seven years to prepare the ground for the naval station. 
Therefore, it appeared to us that it was premature for us to 
undertake now or to allow anybody else to undertake to spend 
money for fortifications at Subig Bay. 

Indeed it seems to me that there is no pressing necessity for 
spending this money anywhere in the Philippines at this time. 

1\Ir. TELLER. That I agree with. 
l\fr. ALLISON. But there was a small appropriation pro

vided in the bill as it came · from the Bouse, to be expended 
ratably in the Hawaiian Islands, at Pearl Harbor and Honolulu, 
and a small appropriation for expenditures in the Philippine 
Islands. The appropriation in the bill is less than half what 
is de ired. I speak now generally, because I only listened to 
the testimony taken before the committee and to the reading of 
reports. Now, there is nowhere that I can discover-and if 
the Senator from Uassachu etts bas that information and will 
give it to us, he will throw a great deal of light upon this sub
ject, so far as I am concerned-any estimate or statement which 
discloses with reasonable accuracy the cost of the new naval 
station at Subig Bay. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I can inform the Senator, if he cares to be in~ 
formed. 

1\fr. ALLISON. I shall be very glad to bave it. 
Mr. LODGE. I will venture to read the statement of the 

chairman of the Naval Committee of the House. He said: 
Now, there is one other thing I want to say, and that Is thnt all of 

these estimates which we hear about, of forty million d liars and a 
hundred million dollars, and all that sort of thing, are brought in here 
for no other reason than just to make the proposition look rid iculous. 
I never beard of them until I heard them on this floor. Tile first prop
osition was a proposition between twenty and thirty million dollars, 
and the last proposition was a proposition brought before our com
mittee by Mr. Secretary Moody, when he was Secretary of the Navy, 
for $9,000,000, extending over a long period of years. These state
ments can be verified by referring to the testimony-

Which is in the House hearings. I have not those hearings 
at hand for the moment. But it has all been laid out, and the 
$9,000,000 project was agreed to by the House and by the Naval 
Committee of the Senate subsequently. I can not put my bands 
on the hearings at this moment of time, but if the Senate will 
let it go over, I will find it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the information I want. The esti
mate of $20,000,000 has been reduced, according to the RECORD, 
from $20,000,000 to $9,000,000 ; and it is a most remarkable fact 
that so large a reduction can be made in so short a time. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will excuse me, they never 
adopted the $20,000,000 proposition. 
· 1\fr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

1\fr. LODGE. They adopted the $9,000,000 project. 
Mr. ALLISON. They adopted the modified proposition ot 

$9,000,000. 
l\fr. LODGE. They did. That was two years ago. 
Mr. ALLISON. That was two years ago. 
This is an expenditure for a naval station. Now, before any 

material expenditure bas been made at Subig Bay, they ask us 
in a fortifications bill to appropriate money which mal' be ex~ 
pended in the discretion of somebody at Subig Bay. The com~ 

· mlttee believed, and I believe, that it is not wise for us to au
thorize the expenditure of money at Subig Bay until we have 
a larger and better notion of the cost 

Besides that, there is practically nothing there to defend. 
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and there will be nothing except this dry dock, which will be 
there, according to the Senator from California, by Christmas. 

.Mr. LODGE. 'Vill the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

.Mr. ALLISON. I will. 
Mr. LODGE. If be will move to strike from the bill all 

of the appropriation for the fortification of the Philippines, I 
will vote with him ; but what I object to is this attempt to force 
the expenditure for fortifications in the Philippines into Cavite, 
where, from my knowledge of the subject (although I have not 
been fortunate enough to yisit the islands, I have studied the 
subject for a good many years), I believe it will be a dead waste. 

l\Ir. ALLISON. Mr. President--
.Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I am waiting for a 

good opportunity to move to strike out the words "and the 
Philippine Islands." 

1\fr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a few minutes 
more I will give him that opportunity. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to hurry the Senator. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
1\!r. TILLMAN. I want to say to the Senator from Massa

chusetts that when we bad a naval station at Port Royal and 
were endeavoring to build it up, we found great difficulty in 
getting any encouragement or help from the Navy Department, 
becau e, as they said, Port Royal was nowhere. 'l~bere was 
plenty of water there; it was a magnificent harbor, but there 
was no town, no anything. Therefore, after several years of 
stepmotberly h·eatment, we consented to have the harbor at 
Charleston examined relatively to Port Royal; and the naval 
station was transferred to Charleston, where there is plenty of 
water under the jetty system which was established by Con
gress se\eral years ago. 

Now, this Subig Bay programme originally contemplated 
$20,000,000. The Naval Committee was so much taken off 
its feet, so to speak, by the magnitude of that proposition that 
it felt unwilling to make any move at all, and finally the 
naval officers or the board modified and brought down their 
estimates to $9,000,000. This fortification programme involves, 
as the Senator from Iowa has just stated, the fortification of 
a lot of water and nothing else. There is no city there; there 
is· no dock there, except this one that is floating around. We 
can carry it to Manila Bay just as well as to Subig Bay, if we 
are going to use it--

1\Ir. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? It is impossible 
to place the dock at .Manila or Cavite, according to the state
ment of naval officers. 

l\1r. TILLMAN. It certainly is impossible to place it at 
Olongapo, because, if the Senator will look at the chart in front 
of him, he will find that the depth of water is but 12, 13, or 14 
feet, and you would have to dredge out the harbor: in order to 
get the dock within a mile of the town. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is not that deep. 
1\Ir. TILLMAN. Twelve, 13, or 14 feet. You will have to 

make a harbor in front of the proposed naval station--
1\fr. LODGE. I think you are mistaken. · 
1\!r. TILLMAN. Before you can touch it with anything ex

cept the expenditure of money. You can have no dock there. 
Mr. LODGE. There are 6 fathoms of water immediately 

against the town. 
l\1r. TILLMAN. Six fathoms? 
Mr. LODGE. Six fathoms. 
1\Ir. TILLMAN. Eleven feet. 
1\fr. ALLISON. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 
1\fr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations believed 

that it was unwise to commence fortifications until we bad 
something to defend, especially so when we have a very large 
plan of additional fortifications to defend our own coast and a very 
urgent request for the expenditure of money in that direction. 

But there was another reason which operated upon my mind 
with respect to this matter, and that was that I conceived it to 
be a matter for the Committee on Naval Affairs to determine, 
first, whether they intend to establish a naval station there to 
take the place of the station at Cavite. The Senator from Mas
sachusetts seems to think that Subig Bay or this particular 
point is the only suitable place for a naval station. If we are 
to have a naval station there, let us have it under a full knowl
edge of the cost of it, present and prospective, and when we 
have commenced the work there and have made a substantial 
progress in it, if it needs the defense that is required from the 
Army to fortify that coast, then we can make provision for it. 

Mr. LODGE. I entirely agree with that proposition. Strike 
out the Philippines from the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will agree with the Senator on that point; 
we will have no trouble about it if that is his judgment. He is 
chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, and the islands 
are largely in his keeping, and if he thinks that ought to be 
done I shall follow him. 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to strike out the whole 
Philippine Islands from the bill. What I am not willing to do 
is to prohibit the expenditure of money at the only point where, 
in my judgment, money ought to be expended. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President--
Mr. ALLISON. I will have a word more in answer to that. 

Perhaps money ought to be expended at Subig Bay, but it ought 
not to be expended in building fortifications until we have some
thing to defend. Therefore, whatever money is expended at 
Subig Bay should be expended after a full and careful considera
tion of the matter by the Committee on Naval Affairs. No bet
ter reason can be given ror that than the fact that the Senator 
from California and the Senator from South Carolina, both of 
whom are members of ·the Committee on Naval Affairs, have 
already looked into this matter to a degree which convinces 
them that we should not fortify Subig Bay, because they are 
both on the Committee on Appropriations and both· voted for 
this amendment. 

1'\Ir. PERKINS. I want to emphasize that fact, if the Senator 
please. The general commanding the Division of the Philippine 
Islands has not reported in favor of it. His report in 1903 was 
rather against it. The last report of Major-General Corbin was 
in 1905, and be has not a word to say apout it. He is silent. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not suppose be was reporting on a naval 
station . 
. Mr. PERKINS. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President--
1\fr. PERKINS. Reports on fortifications and recommenda

tions for fortifications are under the War Department. When 
it comes to consider the question under the Navy Department, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs will try to give it a careful 
consideration and recommend what they believe to be in the 
interests of the Navy. 

l\Ir. CLAY. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado has 

the floor. 
Mr. CLAY: Will the Senator yield to me for a minute? 
Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
1\fr. CLAY. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 

say that be would be glad to vote in favor of striking from 
the bill every feature of it that relates to our insular posses
sions. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Ob, no, 1\Ir. President, I did not say anything 
of the kind. I said I wou!d be glad to strike the Philippines 
out of this paragraph, and I hope it will be done. 

Mr. CLAY. I will say to the Senator--
1\fr. LODGE. What I am trying to prevent is forcing the 

Government . to wast money at Cavite. That is what I am 
trying to prevent. 

Mr. WARREN . . 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from Colorado 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. 'V ARREN. With all this talk of the waste of money it 

is not proposed to spend one dollar of this appropriation at 
Cavite except that expending it at the mouth of Manila Bay 
and protecting l\fanila will, incidentally, of course, protect 
Cavite. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Anyone who will look at the map will see that 
Cavite is not the place to protect Manila Bay. 

l\Ir. WARREN. It is not claimed that it is, but the narrow 
entrance to Manila Bay, of course, is to be protected by proper 
forttfica tions. 

1\fr. LODGE (indicating on the map). Cavite is in there. 
The entrance to the bay is out there. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I have yielded to the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. CLAY], and he bas the floor. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to 
say that he is in favor of striking out of the bill everything 
that relates to our insular possessions. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; the Senator could not have understood 
me to say that, and be knows I never did say it. 

1\Ir. CLAY. The Senator says I misunderstood him. I was 
going to ask the Senator, if he did say that, how he had reached 
the conclusion that it was not necessary .for us to fortify in 
order to defend the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LODGE. It is not necessary for me to explain a state
ment I did not make. 

--
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Mr. CLAY. Then I understand the Senator to say that he is 
in favor of striking from the bill everything that has reference 
to seacoast batteries in the Phllippine Islands? 

Mr. LODGE. I never said it, or anything resembling it. 
Mr. CLAY. Then the Senator did say he is in favor of strik-

ing from the bill lines 5, 6, 7, and 8? 
1\!r. LODGE. No, 1\Ir. President, I did not say that. 
1\Ir. CLAY. What did the Senator say? 
1\Ir. LODGE. I said I was in favor of striking out all of this 

paragraph that relates to the Phllippine Islands. 
Mr. CLAY. The paragraph reads as follows: 
For construction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian and PhiliP-

pine Islands, $600,000. · 
1\Ir. LODG~. That is not striking out the Philippines. 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator did say he is in favor of striking 

out everything in the paragraph that relates to the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. LODGE. I did, and I repeat it. 
Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator admit, then, that it would leave 

it in this shape, that the appropriation of $600,000 shall be ap
plied to the Hawaiian Islands? 

1\!r. LODGE. Certainly; and the appropriation can be well 
applied to Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the -Senator have any idea how much money 
it would take to perfect our coast defenses in the Philippine 
Islands? Has he any idea how much money we will have to 
spend there in order to get through with this work? I see that 
this bill carries $5,000,000, and two-thirds of this vast sum is to 
go to the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not upon the Committee on Appropria
tions. I have no doubt the Senator from California, who is 
very familiar with this subject, can tell the Senator in one mo
ment what will be required to fortify the Philippines. But I 
can not do it, as the fortifications are not within the province 
of the Philippines Committee. I am only protesting here 
against what I belie¥e will be a wasteful expenditure of the 
public money. If money is to be spent for fortifications it 
o·ugbt not to be spent at Cavite. Of that I am satisfied. 

1\!r. CLAY. I agree with the Senator in regard to that. 
Mr. W A.RR~. Is the Senator aware of the fact I state 

that there is no fortification intended at Cavite, but at the en
trance to the bay? Cavite is situated in one part of the bay and 
Manila at another, and you can not protect Manila without in
cidentally protecting Cavite. The fortifications are at the 
mouth of the bay. 

Mr. LODGE. If this money is to be spent in the Philippine 
Islands for fortifications it is to be spent either at Subig Bay or 
at Manila Bay, or in both places. 

Mr. CLAY. Why does the Senator--
Mr. LODGE. If you prohibit its being spent at Subig Bay, 

it must be spent for the defense of Cavite and Manila. There 
is no plan for that any more than there is for Subig Bay. I 
think we had better let the whole thing go rather. than put in 
this prohibition. 

Mr. CLAY. Why does the Senator say the money must be 
spent at the places designated by himself? If the amendment 
in lines 6 and 7 is stricken out would it not be spent in the dis
cretion of the War Department anywhere they might choose? 

1\Ir. LODGE. I am speaking of the bill as it stands, not of 
the bill as it will be. 

1\lr. TELLER. The Senator from West Virginia [1\Ir. SCOTT] 
asked me to yield to him. I will yield to him now if he desires. 

1\Ir. SCOTT. 1\Ir. President, I think before we commence to 
spend money either at Subig Bay or in the Hawaiian Island"!, 
or at any other place further than is now under contract, we 
first should provide men to take care of the work. If the Senate 
does not intend to support a bill that has been sent to the Com
mittee on l\Iilitary Affairs by the War Department increasing 
the Coast Artillery 10,000 men, in my judgment every dollar that 
we appropriate for additional fortifications and in spending 
money for these very expensive guns is money very illy appro
priated, and certainly wasteful, because they are not being taken 
care of. As I said a moment ago, there are fortifications and 
emplacements where you have no guns. There are other places 
where you have guns and you have no fortifications, and you 
ha\e no men to take care of them. At other places you have 
carriages and other munitions of war that are going to waste 
because they are not properly cared for. Unless you are going 
to increase the Coast Artillery, in my judgment you might just 
as well save the money that it is proposed to appropriate for 
these additional fortifications and emplacements. 

1\fr. TELLER. 1\lr. President, I thirik this condition is rather 
unusuaL We are here with a bill under which some Senators 
think we ought to spend money in one place and others in an
other. ThE>re is, I understand, no detailed plan that anybody 

can depend upon as to the character of the expenditure at Subig 
Bay. 

As stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, $20,000,000 
were suggested. Nobody who listened to that suggestion bad 
any idea that $20,000,000 would complete what the naval people 
wanted. But suddenly, when they found that was not accept
able, they dropped it to $0,000,000. Of course, we understood 
they would go on with the $9,000,000 if they got it. They would 
make some kind of an arrangement for the fortification and 
defense of that harbor ; and later we would be called upon to 
make a further expenditure, and nobody knows bow much that 
expenditure would be. 

I think the mistake the committee made was that they did 
not strike o~t all about the Phllippine Islands in the beginning, 
that they did not confine themsel\es to the harbor and forti
fications of the place they have some knowledge of, and that, of 
course, is Pearl Harbor, and not the Philippine Islands. I was 
not present at the hearing nor when the conclusion was reached. 
I am not able to say whether the $600,000 now would be prop
erly applied in the Hawaiian Islands or not, but I have dis
covered that no matter how large you make the apprppriation 
for these coast and harbor defenses you will never have enough; 
there will always be a cry for more. So, I have no doubt, if 
we should strike out the word "Philippines" here and leave it 
an appropriation for the Hawaiian Islands alone, that money 
would be e)...'1)ended as other money is expended. Whether it 
will be enough to complete the work there or not I do not know, 
but I should presume not. 

1\Ir. President, in the first place, I do not think we should 
enter upon a series of experiments in the Philippine Islands; 
that is to say, I do not thn.k we should commence on this harbor 
and then on the other harbor, putting money here and money 
there. I think , Congress should ba ve a definite and determined 
plan. If we are going to expend money in the Philippine Is
lands, we should select some place which is the best place to 
spend our money, where we will get the most possible for it. 
And I want to guarantee now that you will not get very much 
from the expenditure, whichever harbor or whichever bay you 
select. But there should be some determinate plan. We can 
not pos ibly fortify all the harbors. 

Now, what is the necessity of our fortityng any harbor in the 
Philippine Islands? If we have a foreign war, we shall defend 
them entirely, if we attempt to protect the Philippine Islands, 
with our Navy; and if we fail with the Navy, we shall fail 
no matter how much money we put on fortifications. 

The recent developments of modern warfare have shown that 
it is beyond the possibility of man's genius to create fortifica
tions that the modern guns can not destroy. It was said before 
the Russian and Japanese war that Port Arthur could be de
fended against the combined fleets of the world. It probably 
was the stro·ngest place in the world, so far as artificial means 
were concerned; and yet it went down before a second-class 
nation's fleet. If we ever have a war that will require forti
fications in the Philippine Islands, we will require such forti
fications as will take not $20,000,000, or $200,000,000, but 
$500,000,000. We may make some defense of those islands 
with our ships, but we shall find that if we are ever met by a 
war with any nation on earth that has got a fleet, little or great, 
e\ery man in the United States will wish that before the islands 
came to us they had disappeared from the sight of man. 

1\Ir. President, they are an encumbrance upon us. I should 
like to have somebody tell me how much money we have ex
pended in the seven or eight years that we have been dealing 
with those islands. You can not get any reliable statement 
from any official of the Government. Nobody wants to say 
what it has cost. Very .few men could show the amount if 
they should try. I remember that as much as three years ago 
the t.qen senior Senator from Massachusetts, 1\Ir. Hoar, declared 
on the floor of the Senate, after a careful and detailed state
ment, that more than $600,000,000 had then been expended. 
'Vitbin two months afterwards the senior senator from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] declared on this floor that he had made a cal
culation, the best that he could get, and $630,000,000 had been 
expended. Two years ago and more a distinguished statistician 
of Massachusetts, a friendly statistician, a man friendly to the 
Administration now in power, declared that we had expended 
in the Philippine Islands $800,000,000. 

Mr. President, we have spent a great deal of money there. 
We have got practically nothing back, as everybody knows. 
Our trade, if every dollar of it was profit, would not begin to 
compensate us for the e:Arpenditures of tl.le last year, let alone 
the numerous years before. We do buy a little of them, and we 
sell a very little to them. I hope the time will come when we 
shall be rid of the Philippine Islands. I hope the time is not 
far distant when the American people will conclude that it is 

... 
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not the province of a nation like ours to attempt the civilization 
o£ any other country perforce. 

• In the whole history of the world there is no instance where 
a nation outside of another has been able to eleTate them in civ
ilization and in morals. I deny that any Senator can show me 
a single instance where civilization has not- come from the in
Side and never where it has come from the outside. In making 
this statement not long ago a Senator said to me: " I will point 
to you India." The civilization of India, with nearly two hun
'dred years of English administration, is not one whit better 
to-day, except in a few particulars, than it was nearly two hun
dred years ago. 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
,which the Secretary will state. 

The SECRETARY. .A. bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act en
titled "An act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of 
.the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have made inquiry, and I find no one who is 
ready to go on with the discussion of the rate bill this morning, 
though we have promise of a good many speeches to-morrow and 
the next day. I therefore ask that the unfinished business be 
laid aside temporarily in order that the consideration of the 
fortifications appropriation bill may be completed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
·asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 
lWithout objection, it is so ordered. 

REORGANIZATIO~ OF THE CONSULAR SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 1345) to 
provide for the reorganization of the consular service of the 
,Uni ted States. 
· Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend
ments of the House and request a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two houses. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 

appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. LoDGE, 
Mr. CULLOM, and 1\fr. 1\IoJtGAN were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R.15744. An act to abolish the office of Lieutenant-General 
of the Army of the United States was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

H. R. 15848. An act authorizing the sale of timber on the 
'Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation for the benefit of the In
dians belonging thereto was read twice by its title, and referred 
;to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

H . J. Res. 117. Joint resolution extending the time for open
ing to public entry the unallotted lands on the ceded portion of 
the Shoshone or Wind River Indian Reservation, in Wyoming, 
.was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

FOBTITICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (II. R. 14171) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
!rELLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss the 
Philippine question, whether we ought to hold the islands, or 
~hether we ought to abandon them, and I will not take the time 
of the Senate further on that question. I simply want to move 
now to strike out of line 6, page 8, the words " and Philippine 
Islands," leaving the appropriation, unless some one chooses to 
move to reduce it, of $600,000 to go to the Hawaiian Islands. I 
think it must be apparent that we are not in a condition to de
termine whether we ought to put this money on Subig Bay or on 
Manila Bay. That leaves it entirely to be spent on the Hawaiian 
Islands. I understood some Senators on the other side to say 
it could be profitably and properly expended under present con
ditions at Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I do not agree with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in his desire to get rid of the Phil
ippine Islands, and I hardly think this is the time, on the forti
fications appropriation bill, to discuss a question so broad and 
of so much importance. The fact is, I think the Philippine 
I slands, as we have them, will prove of great advantage to th~ 
1United States. I think they furnish a base for operations in 
rthe East, where we must extend our commerce and protect 

) 
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American interests. Relatively, our trade and commerce with 
the Orient is destined to be more important than with Europe. 

It does not belong to Anglo-Saxon blood to give up land under 
any circumstances. I never knew a man who had land so poor 
that he would give it up or allow somebody to take it for noth
ing. I have never known the .A.nglo-Saxons as a nation in any 
part of the world to give up land once conquered or acquired. 

I do not see why the proposition is so frequently brought into 
this Chamber to surrender the Philippine Islands, which I con
sider valuable possessions in the East. Give them up? Sur
render to whom, how, when, and for what? I think the Philip
pine Islands are, as I said, necessary to the establishment and 
expansion of our commerce, and I think they will never be given 
up or surrendered by the United States any more than Porto 
Rico, or Cuba if we had it, or any other island or any other 
land; any more than we would give up Arizona, New Mexico, or 
any part of our national domain. The Philippine Islands con
stitute a part or portion of the territory of the United States. 

It does not belong to American policy and the American mind 
to give up real estate-land situate anywhere the flag floats on 
this globe. Territory is becoming limited, anyway. There are 
few places not occupied. The United States, by the fortunes of 
war, finds itself in possession of the Philippines, and I hope it 
will keep them not only now, but for all time, and I believe it 
will . . I don't believe the time will ever come wben the people 
will give up the Philippine Islands. 

Now, Mr. President, coming to this amendment, the Commit
tee on Appropriations had bearings and gave the subject very 
careful consideration. The chief objection to appropriating 
this sum of money was that the undertaking would involve the 
expenditure of very large sums of money-some said $40,000,000, 
some said $50,000,000, and others got it down as low as 
$9,000,000. Before beginning operations of this magnitude we 
should have ample time to find a suitable and the best place to 
fortify, if we are going to fortify at all. I do not see any 
pressing necessity for fortifying just now. I do not know of 
any nation that wants to take the islands away from us. If 
they do, they will find at least half of this Chamber on the other 
side ready to give them up without fortifying them. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator he would find it very 
difficult to find any nation to take them, if offered as a gift. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am glad of that, but I find that a part of the 
Senate thinks they would be willing to give them up. But I 
hardly think we will give them up. 

Mr. President, the sum involved here is only $600,000, and it 
is_ to be distributed to other portions of our possessions. Some 
of it goes to Honolulu. I have looked at this chart, and un
questionably, if I am right, for a mile out from land at 
Olongapo the water is in places .only a fourth of a fathom and 
half a fathom and one and a quarter fathoms deep. Out about 
a mile the water begins to be six fathoms. Farther out it is 
twelve, seventeen, and nineteen fathoms. 

We should not begin operations on this scale-great improve
ments, permanent, and to last forever- without some definite 
knowledge, and surely not at a place that wi1l require a mile of 
excavation before you can get to the mainland. 

Mr. LODGE. At Cavite? 
Mr. ELKINS~ I am not for Cavite any more than I am for 

this place just now. I think we need more light on the subject. 
Mr. LODGE. That is right. 
Mr. ELKINS. If the great party that seems so eager to give 

up the Philippine I slands should succeed, unfortunately for the 
country, at the next election or the election thereafter, and give 
them up, we will save the money by not making this appropria
tion, and the country we cede them to will not have the fortifica
tions. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I should like to make the suggestion to the 
Senator that if he desires to assist the Derr.ocratic party in the 
next election I hope he will persuade the people that they are in 
favor of giving up the Philippines. 

:Mr. ELKINS. The Democratic party? 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. 
Mr. ELKINS. I do not think when you come to test It 

squarely, although there is a great deal of talk in this Cham
ber, that the Democratic party will commit itself to any such 
policy. I think the Democrats have a good deal of human 
nature in them. They are of just about the same blood as the 
Republicans, and when it comes to giving up anything for 
nothing or to persuading somebody to take our property for 
nothing, they will be found about as far from doing it as Re
publicans are. I do nat think, when it comes to the ·test, the 
Democratic party will give up the Phillppines under any cir
cumstances, especially without a consideration, and I do not 
believe the Democratic party . will put a surrender or give-up 
plank in their next p latform. If they should, the Republican 
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party is willing and will meet them on that issue, as it has 
met them upon other great issues before the people. 

:Mr. TELLER. That is, they will put it in their platform, too, 
I suppose. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Republicans will declare and say they 
will never surrender our possessions and give them up for 
nothing, possessions that have cost us money and blood. 

Mr. TELLER. And that have cost us a good deal of money. 
.Ur. ELKINS. And a good deal of blood. 
Mr. President, I hope the committee will be sustained in the 

position it has taken. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have no wish to discuss 

general Philippine policy or politics at the present time. We 
have before us a fortifications appropriation bill, not for making 
naval appropriations, but for making appropriations to fortify 
various harbors and places throughout the United States and 
its insular possessions. 

Subig Bay, or Olongapo, as it is called, contains nothing 
now to defend. According to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I take it for granted he is correct, there have been appro
priations of a million or two made, and they are yet unex
pended, as everyone knows who has visited the place. So there 
is no necessity at this time for appropriating any money for 
fortifying Subig Bay, because they have not expended what 
they have already in hand and there is nothing in the bay call
ing for defense. 

It is unnecessary to appropriate now, because there is nothing 
there to protect. It would be foolish indeed to take any portion 
of the $600,000, that small amount, and use it at Subig Bay at 
the present time when the money is so much needed at other 
places where we have something to protect-the Hawaiian 
Islands, Ma;:llla Bay, and possibly other points. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts wishes to leave Manila Bay, and thus the 
city of Manila and Cavite, without fortifications, and his amend
ment should carry, the responsibility will have to be with him 
and those who think with him. 

When that Senator or any Senator claims that Subig Bay 
protects Manila, then he might, with equal justice, claim that 
Boston Harbor protects Washington, and we might as well roll 
the guns we have along the Potomac down into the river. 

Mr. LODGE. I am sure the Senator does not mean to mis
quote me. I said the :tl.eet would protect Manila, and if Manila 
had any other protection than Subig Bay, -it would necessarily 
be the :tl.eet. 

Mr. WARREN. Then, does the Senator say -that he does not 
want to fortify the entrance of Manila Bay? _ _ 

Mr. LODGE. We have no plan for fortifying either place. 
We could use torpedoes and guns at the opening of Manila Bay. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from Massachusetts ought not 
to deceive himself or others. It is not a matter of grms, et-c .. , 
at Manila and Cavite. It is the entrance of the bay, where there 
is narrow deep water, with the banks high on each side and with 
the Corregidor Islands in the channel, through which every 
ve sel must go to reach Cavite or Manila, 15 or 20 miles away. 
When you have fortified that bay you have fortified about all 
there is at present in the Philippine Islands in the way of 
property interests, or at least you have the key to the Philip
pines. When you fortify Subig Bay you fortify a sheet of water 
that has as yet practically nothing in it, surrounded by a country 
that is nearly as wild as this country was before Christopher 
Columbus discovered it. There is nothing there. I am 110t in
veighing against Subig Bay as a place for a great naval base in 
time, but it is unnecessary to appropriate at this time when it 
will take four or five years to prepare the ground, do the dredg
ing, etc., ready for building. It is unnecessary now to erect 
fortifications and provide in this bill-which is for fortifica
tions alone-a sum to fortify Subig Bay. 

Senators talk about $9,000,000, and about $18,000,000; and in 
another place certain members talked about $100,000,000 · and 
it was stated, I think by the Senator from Massachusetts' [Mr. 
LonoE], that $4,000,000 or more would be required to prepare the 
land. With ail that uncertainty is it not best for this Senate 
to have some kind of a base to work upon in the way of es
timates before we take a little pickayunish matter of $600,000, 
needed elsewhere, and divide it up and use a portion of it for 
def ending that naked sheet of water, with nothing in sight or 
nothing of consequence within 70 miles of it? 

Mr. LODGE. Has the Senator from Wyoming ever landed at 
Olongapo, or has he ever been in Olongapo? 

Mr. WARREN. No., 
.Mr. LODGE. I understand that there is a small town there 

and that it is not an absolute wilderness, as the Senator has 
stated. The statement is that there is a town there with 1200 
inhabitants. ' 

Mr. WARREN. I think that is a mistake. I have not landed 

there, but in sailing in and about the bay there is not a thing in 
sight. People in Manila, officers of the Navy and Army, who 
have been there and who are charged with the responsibility of 
it make the statement that every hut, building, and shop must • 
be put up there anew; and it has seemed to us that it is the 
part of wisdom not to follow the proposition with works of 
defense just now. 

Now, as to Cavite, we have a very considerable navy-yard 
that cost four or five million dollars; we have several hundreds 
or thousands of men employed there who have homes in 
the city of Cavite; and we can get along very well there until 
such time as Congress may, first, ascertain what we need; sec
ond, what it will cost; and then, third, appropriate that sum 
accordingly. We are in no immediate necessity for an addi
tional naval base. Suppose for the present we continue the use 
of Cavite, although it may not be as good as what might be 
made at Subig Bay. 

I want to say that, so far as I am concerned, when the proper 
time comes, if Subig is determined to be the proper place to 
make a great naval port or base, I shall be very glad to join 
with others; but it is the business of the Navy to provide, first, 
something· for us to defend before we erect fortification works. 
So far they are at odds; they do not agree. There are two sides 
to the matter. They are hesitating there whether or not they 
will spend the money we have already appropriated. Then why 
shall we, in an appropriation bill intended for fortifications 
alone, jump in and fortify some wild place, when it will be, ac
cording to the best calculations here, from three to ten years 
before there is a single structure to defend? 

I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado 
will not prevail, because there is no question but what we ought 
to fortify the entrace to Manila Bay. It is idle to say because 
we fortfy New York that Baltimore is fortified, or because we 
fortify Boston, a few hundred miles away, that Washington is 
forti:fi ed. 

It does not matter what we do at Subig Bay or when we do 
it, we must expend some money at the mouth of Manila Bay 
just the same; and this $600,000, which can be divided betweeen 
the Hawaiian Islands and the mouth of Manila Bay will not 
give them more than they need, nor as much ; and this' is all for 
which this bill for this one year provides and all we need to 
now consider. If anything is necessary at Subig Bay, and if 
they want an appropriation later and can tell us anything about 
it, I will very cheerfully vote in favor of whatever sum it may 
be, even if it be $6,000,000 instead of $600,000; but I hope the 
present bill will stand as the committee reported it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only desire to say that there 
are no more plans for the fortification of Manila Bay than there 
are for the fortification of Subig Bay. 'Ve are just as much in 
the dark, so far as plans go, about one place as about the other. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator make that statement as 
a matter of definite knowledge? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 
Mr. WARREN. I understand to the contrary. I understand 

the plans are in the Philippine Islands for fortifying Manila 
Bay. 

Mr. TELLER. The plans may -be in the Philippines. 
Mr. LODGE. But they are not here. 
Mr. TELLER. We have not the plans. 
Mr. LODGE. No. 
Mr. TELLER. I have never seen them. 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, is it possible 

we are called upon to make appropriations for the erection of 
fortifications in the Philippines or anywhere else upon estimates 
made in the absence of plans for the work? 

M_r. LODGE. ! think that is likewise true as to Subig Bay, 
Cav1te, and Mamla Bay. I do not think there are plans for 
either of the places, so far as Congress knows anything about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then why should those be dealt with at all? 
Mr. LODGE. I do not think they ought to be. I think it is 

better not to make an appropriation for seacoast fortifications 
in the Philippines at this time. I shall vote for the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado. I think that is 
the wise and prudent thing to do. 

I want to read in that connection, as showing the condition 
of the question, from Secretary Taft's testimony before the 
committee of which I have the honor to be chairman: 

Senator HALE. I do not want to take much of your time as to details 
but which do you think is the better place for a naval station a s a 
base of operation if we maintain our possession there for a good many 
years? , 

Secretary TAFT. Well, were we to leave the islands Olonga po is o:t 
course--! .think everybo?y will admit-w!J.ere the naval station ought 
to be re.ta1ned. Cavlte In m_any resp~cts IS more convenient, labor can 
be obtamed there more eas1Iy, and It is more convenient to Manila 
which is the source of supply in the islands, and Cavite is the place 
where we ah·ead~ have a naval arsenal. The difficulty about Cavite, 
however, is the msufficient depth of water and the limited territory 
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which could be occupied for a naval station. Now, the dry dock Dctoev, 
which is on its way to Manila, or to the Philippines rather, can only 
be placed at Olongapo; it can not be taken to Cavite, because the 
water is so shallow that it could not be used there. 

Then this question was asked by the Senator from Connecti
cut: 

Senator BRA.."\"DEGEl'l. Is it not true that the Spaniards always had in 
contemplation the Olonga~o station as their principal base? 

Secretary TAFT. Yes, str; there is great controversy going on-for 
this matter is deemed of importance---:between professional authorities 
In the Navy aJld in the Army as to whether Olongapo is the best place 
from a strategic point of view. Admiral Dewey and others of the 
Navy Department feel that as long as there is a fleet in Olongapo no 
foreign enemy would venture to go into Manila, because it is supposed 
that they would regard it as a trap. On the other hand, Admiral 
Folger and General Wood, and I believe General Corbin. have been of 
the opinion that Manila, because we have military forces there and 
because it Is near Cavite, makes Cavite the more convenient place. 
The objection to Cavite, as I have already said, is the insufficient 
territory available for the Government there and the very shallow water 
off the shore. · 

There is a dispute among the naval and military authorities, 
'who, I think, probably would like us to expend great sums of 
money on all tllese places; but there are no plans before Con
gress for either of the places, so far as I am a ware or have beeu 
able to discover. I think, under those circumstances, the best 
way is to strike the words " and Philippine Islands " out of this 
paragraph, as the Senator from Colorado suggests. 

Mr. BACON. l\fr. President, I hope ·the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado will prevail. It may be true that the 
time has not come to make appropriations for the fortification 
of Subig Bay, but I am very strongly of the opinion that tlle 
time will never come when we ought to make appropriations 
for the fortific~tion of Cavite; and -for the purpose of preventing 
an unfortunate expenditure of money there, I am in favor of 
sh·iking it out altogether. Cavite can never be made a proper 
place as a naval or a coaling station, because the natural condi
tions forbid it. It is not simply the fact of its shallow water, 
but there is no harbor there, and there never can be a harbor 
there unless we·build a sea wall, at an immense expense, and in 
that way protect it from the open sea, which lies in front. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator is informed as to Cavite. He 

says it needs the protection of a sea wall; but I ask the Sen
ator if it will not take exactly the same in Subig Bay? We 
have already spent considerable money at Manila; a sea wall 
has been built, dredging has been done; and it can be done at 
Cavite, and Cavite can be made a good harbor. Sea wall and 
dredging will be necessary at Subig Bay. I am not advocating 
that, and I am not inveighing against Subig Bay. It is well, 
however, to note, as we go along, that Cavite can be made a 
good harbor, just the same as Subig Bay can. It is only a 
matter of the same expenditure or even less. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know how far what the Senator says 
about Subig Bay may be correct, but if it has the same phys
ical conditions as Cavite I think the criticisms upon it are well 
founded. To give an illustration of how shallow that water is, 
I will state that after the battle of Manila Bay, when a num
ber of small vessels were sunk, so far as I am informed, not a 
single one of them was of sufficient depth to disappear from 
sigllt. They were small vessels, and although they were, in 
technical parlance, sunk, they still remained out of water-even 
the smallest of them. The largest vessel engaged on the side 
of the Spaniards, I think., was only 2,500 gross tons, and that 
was fl.lmost as high out of the water after it was sunk as when 
it was afloat. A number of the smaller vessels were still ap
parent above the water, and these were miles out from the shore. 
It opens upon a bay twenty-odd miles in width, and when the 

. wind blows it is just the same as on the seashore. There is 
no protection for vessels. If that be true of Subig Bay also, 

! then neither one of them ought to be utilized for these pur
' poses. But I will state that my information has always been 

to the contrary; that, while there is a port at Subig Bay that 
needs to be dredged, there are other ports that have deep water, 
and which have the advantage of being protected by a harbor, 

' ;which Cavite has not. · 

I 
l\Ir. FRJ:E. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 

I 

.Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. Is it not 

a fact that the Spaniards had selected Subig Bay as a point 
for a naval station and had made considerable expenditure of 
money there? 

Mr. BACON. I have no definite knowledge on that subject. 
Mr. LODGE. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. That is my understanding, and I thilfk that 
appeared before the Commission at Paris . . 

:l\Ir. BACON. I never before heard the matter questioned 
about Subig Bay being a proper place. 

Mr. LODGE. Admiral Dewey looked in to see if there was 
a fleet there. 

l\Ir. BACON. I think, in view of the fact stated, that the best 
way is to strike out that clause until we get definite information 
and have plans of the fortifications, so as to act intelligently 
and safely in what we do. , 

1\Ir. LODGE. Now, Mr. President, I want to call attention 
to a paper that came in with the President's message, which was 
transmitted to Congress on the 5th of March, 1906, which is 
fairly recent; and at the close of that report, signed by the Sec
retary of War, the Lieutenant-General of the Army, and others, 
they say: 

Among the places recommended to be defended, the following, in 
the order named, are considered of special importance : EJntrance to 
Chesapeake Bay, eastern entrance to Long Island Sound, Puget Sound, 
Subig Bay, Guantanamo, and entrance to Manila Bay. 

That is signed by Secretary Taft, General Chaffee, General 
Bates, Rear-Admiral Thomas, General Story, General Greely, 
General Crozier, General Mackenzie, General Mills, and Captain 
Sperry of the Navy. 

In a communication of February 1, 1906, containing a list of 
the ports, they include Subig Bay among the ports of first im· 
portance, and Manila Bay among the ports of secondary im
portance. 

1\Ir. WARREN. Mr. Presidel}t--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does tlle Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. That report was favorable to fortifying Ma

nila Bay. The Senator differs slightly with the position he 
took earlier this morning, in wWch he said there was no need 
of fortifications at Uanila Bay. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say it needed no fortifications. I 
said it would be a waste of money to spend it at Cavite. 

l\fr. WARREN. And I have said several times-perhaps the 
Senator may not have noticed it-that there is no intention and 
has not been any intention of appropriating any money in the 
fortifications bill to be expended at Cavite. 

Mr. LODGE. So far as Manila Bay is c.oncerned, we have 
no plans. They admit it is of secondary importance. In our 
present state of knowledge, it seems to me the wise and pru
dent thing to do is to strike out the words " and Philippines," 
and disagree to the committee amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 
Mr. LODGE. I hope, Mr. President, that the committee 

amendment will be passed over, as it is entirely dependent 
upon the action on the other amendments. 

Mr. NEWLA:r-.'DS. I understand that the pending question 
is a disagteement with the committee amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. No; on the amendment to strike out the 
words " and Philippines." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. Under the agreement, the committee amend
ments are first to be considered. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And then later on, as I understand, after 
the committee amendments are disposed of, an amendment will 
be offered to strike out of this bill all items relating to fortifi
cations in the Philippines? 

DEPARTMENTAL INFORMATION AFFECTING MARKETS. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming?· 
1\Ir. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask consent at this time to sub-

mit a conference report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10129) to amend section 5501 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 6, 
9, and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 11, and 12; and 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: On page 2, line 14, after the word 
" thereof," insert " and every Member of Congress ; " and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference is in some doubt as to its au
thority to insert this amendment, but believing that the object 
and purpose of the bill will not be completely effected without 
it, recommends the insertion of the amendment, and asks the 
judgment of the two Houses thereon. 

c. D. CLARK, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
C. A. CULBERSON, 

Managers on the pm·t of the Senate. 
JOHN J. JENKINS, 
C. E. LITTLEFIELD, 
H. D. CLAYTON, 

ManfLgers on tl!e part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I wish the Senator who submits the report 
would tell us something about it, especially after the question 
of order which the report itself sugge ts. 

1\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator from 
Colorado the question of order in the report is this: The bill as 
passed both Hou es provides a punishment for the disclosure 
of knowledge and for speculation in matters affected by that 
knowledge which has been acquired in an official capacity. It 
was discovered by the conferees that l\fembers of Congress in 
either llouse were not included. It was further ascertained 
that judicial decisions have held time and again that Members 
of Congress are not officers of the United States, but are offi
cers of the State governments. Therefore, while doubting their 
real power as a conference committee to insert this provision, 
they thought the objects z.nd purposes of the bill clearly de
manded such a provision, so they inserted "and Members of 
Congress," and ask the judgment of the two Houses upon that 
amendment. 

1\Ir. TELLER. 1\lr. President, I have no objection to " Mem
bers of Congress" being included, but I do object to its being put 
in the conference report. I object to letting down the rule, 
which has prevailed e-rer since we have bad a Government, that 
a conference report should not contain any new legislation. 
This is absolutely new legislation, and to it I raise the point 
of order. If the Senator will get this matter up in a separate 
bil1, I will be willing to vote for it, but I am not willing to 
yield this point now and make a precedent of this kind. 

1\fr. CLARK of Wyoming. There was no purpose on the part 
of the conference committee to usurp any authority. I think 
probably it is the first time that a conference committee has 
come before this body with a suggestion that perhaps they had 
not the authority to do a certain thing and submitted the ques
tion to the Senate. I submit to the Senator from Colorado, 
however, that in a matter of this kind, where an order is made 
sustaining or refusing to sustain a conference committee) it is 
done by the Senate itself, and that the same rule prevails in 
another body, where the simple suggestion of new legislation 
rejects a conference report. All that the conferees desire is 
the judgment of the Senate upon that point. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator what was the lan
guage in difference between the two Houses? 

1\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. There was no language in differ
ence between the two Houses that would call for this amend
ment. 

:Mr, SPOONER. Then the Senator confesses this is entirely 
usurpatory? 

~Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. No; I do not confess that. 
1\Ir. SPOONER. It is either properly there or improperly 

there. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That may be, but one can not 

always tell what is proper or what is improper. The committee 
say in their report, as the Senator would have known if be had 
listened, that it is in doubt as to its authority in this matter, 
and submits it to the two Houses. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am simply trying to elicit information, if I 
can, from the Senator to enable me to form some judgment, for 
one, as to whether the committee was right or wrong. It is 
impossible to do that unless one can know what the conference 
was upon and what was the difference between the two Houses. 
The Senate amended the bill. It did not concur, of course, in 
the bill as it came from the House, or there would have been no 
conference. 

l\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. Does the Senator ask for all the 
differences between the two bodies? 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to know what was the propo
sition in difference between the two Houses upon which the 

conference committee ingrafted thi·s provision as to Members 
of Congress. 

:Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I can not say that there was any. 
1\fr. KEAN. Then, how did the bill get in conference? 
1\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, there were differences on the 

bill itself. 
1\fr. KEAN. That is what I wanted to know. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There were various differences on 

tile bill. There were ten or twelve amendments which the Sen
ate made to the House bill. 

1\fr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me, were they 
differences as to the persons upon whom the bill, if enacted, 
would be operative? In other words, is there any pretext even 
on which there was jurisdiction in the committee to apply this 
proposition to l\Iembers of Congress? 

1\fr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator puts a square ques
tion so squarely that it is almost impossible to answer it. The 
conference committee supposed that the purpose of both Houses 
was to prevent these things being done by any officer of the 
United States Government. They also supposed that both 
Houses understood at the time they passed the bill that it 
would probably refer to Members of Congress, who have now 
and then been charged with such offenses. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. Ought it not to include them? Why should · 
it not technicillly? That is what I am trying to get at. 

1\.fr. CIJARK of Wyoming. I think it should, but the con
ference committee bas referred it to the Senate and House of 
Representatives to say whether they want to include the pro
vision in this way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator 
from Colorado [1\fr. TELLER] to withdraw the point of order in 
this case. The controversy arises on the second section of the 
bill, which prohibits, under penalty, officer or employees of 
the Government of the United States speculating on facts which 
come to their knowledge by virtue of their offices. It was a 
question-and there is possibility of some doubt on the ques
tion-as to whether the general terms used include members of 
the two Houses of Congress. The committee of conference, of 
which I happened to be one, assuming, for the sake of the argu
ment, that members of Congress are not included, have frankly 
presented the matter to the Senate and to the House of Repre
sentatives and submitted it to their judgment. 

If his bill passes without including members of Congress we 
will have the anomalous condition-a condition that ought not 
to exist--of all officers of the United States Government, all 
employees of the United States Government, and all per ons 
who may acquire knowledge by virtue of their relationship to 
the Government of the United States prohibited from such 
conduct, except members of the two Houses of Congress. It 
is an exception, 1\Ir. Pre ident, that ought not to exist, an ex
ception that ought not to arise; and, in order that it may not 
exist, I again appeal to the Senator from Colorado to withdraw 
his point of order, and let us perfect this legislation in the way 
submitted by the committee. ~ 

It is not an attempt on the part of the committee to sneak in 
any surreptitious way legislation through the two Houses ; but 
it is an honest attempt, a sincere attempt, a frank attempt on 
the part of the conference committee to round out and com
plete legislation which ought to be upon the statute book. I 
submit to the Senator from Colorado than an objection on his 
part will prevent the completeness of legislation of this char
acter-legislation which, under the peculiar circumstances sur
rounding us now, ought to be on the statute book. 

1\fr. TELLER. Mr. President, I express my surprise at the ap
peal of the senior Senator from Texas [1\fr. CULBERSON]. His 
argument is based upon the theory that whatever we want to 
do we can do. That is all there is of it 

If it is necessary or de irable to include in the principles of 
this propo~ed law Senators and Members of the House of Rep
resentatives, it must be done according to law; and there is uo 
question that it can be done by practically the unanimous vote 
of this body. 

It is not a question whether you are going to round out the 
law; it is a question whether you are going to enact laws in 
accordance with the Constitution of the United States. There 
is no authority, 1\fr. President, here or anywhere elser for a con
ference committee to legislate and incorporate in a conference 
report that which neither of the bodies has ever considered. 

Does the Senator from Texas think for a moment that that 
can be done now and a precedent created that will not be re
peated again and again until we shall surrender the right o'f 
legislation to a conference committee-a conference committee 
appointed frequently against the judgment both of the Senate 
and of the House, a conference committee not infrequently ap
pointed to exercise powers that are great enough, without giv-
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ing them the power to incorporate new legislation into a bill 
which they are considering? 

We know, Mr. President, that many a bill bas become a law 
because a conference committee conceded what this body or the 
other bad declared ought not to be conceded, and we have been 
powerless here. We shall not be powerless while I have a 
voice on the floor of the Senate, if it comes by my withdrawing 
my point of order. I propose to stand by it. I propose to 
stand by it, but not because I object to including Senators and 
Representatives. If that had been the proposition on the floor, 
I would have voted for it, although I know that a Senator is 
not an officer of the United States, nor is a Member, and I 
know also that there might be some question exactly as to how 
it ought to be done and why it should be done. But I do 
know that this body has no right to accept from the committee 
legislation that bas not been considered in either body. 

The chairman of the Judiciary Committee knows that when be 
comes here and tells us practically that there is not any au
thority for it, but that there is a necessity. Mr. President, I regret 
to hear in this body a statement that there is a necessity which 
requires us to violate the fundamental principles of law, and 
principles, too, which are absolutely necessary for the safety of 
the minority of every public body dealing with these questions. 
I shall not withdraw my objection, 1\fr. President. There is not 
a Senator here who does not know that the law is against the 
procedure which is proposed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Colo
rado says that this method would be in violation of the Consti
tution of the United States. If I thought that, or if the Sen
ator can point out in what respect this method is in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, if it amounted to anything, 
I would withdraw my appeal. I understand it is merely a vio
lation of the rule of the Senate. 

1\fr. TELLER. Oh, no. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is not a violation of the rule? 
Mr. TELLER. It is a violation of the rules and a violation 

of the Constitution both. 
1\fr. CULBERSON. I do not so understand the latter; and 

as I said, if I thought so, or if the Senator from Colorado 
could point out to me wherein it did, I would withdraw the 
appeal. I think I am amenable to reason upon the subject; 
and, of course, in view of what the Senator bas said,, I do not 
suggest any further the withdrawal of the point of order. 

But, Mr. President, this is no attempt on the part of a con
ference committee to pass legislation without the consideration 
of the two Houses of Congress. As the Senator will remember, 
the committee pointedly and expressly submits this matter to 
the two Houses of Congress for their consideration. That is 
the language of the report. Of course the Senate may, upon 
presentation and consideration of the subject, decline to ap
prove this action of the committee; or if any member of the 
Senate, for whatever reason, objects I accept his objection with
out qualification and without reference to what reason be may 
have for it, according to him the same motive that actuated the 
committee in that respect. But, l\fr. President, at the same 
time, in justice to the committee, it ought to be reiterated that 
the committee has expressly submitted this matter for the con
sideration and action of the Senate as a body, admitting that it 
i probably in violation of the rules of the Senate. HoweYer, 
so far as I know, it never occurred to any member of the colll
mittee that it is in violation of any provision of the Constitution 
of the United States. . 

I have no feeling about the matter, Mr. President-none in 
the world; but I did say, and I have no hesitation in repeat
ing in my place in this body, that it would be unfortunate if 
we should knowingly, and after the matter bad been called to 
our attention, pass a law on this subject which would include 
every official who may b~ve knowledge upon subjects of this 
<:baracter, by virtue of his relationship to the Government of the 
United States, except members of either House of Congress. 
'Vhile ·I do not expect to go into that matter in any further 
detail, I repeat that there is reason for the amendment; and 
I understand the Senator from Colorado to say that he would 
not object to an independent and separate measure calTying 
out the recommendations of the committee in respect to tbis 
matter, if it came in regularly from the committee to which it 
was referred and was submitted in the regular manner to this 
body. That being true, I thought that possibly, in order to 
complete this legislation at this session and in tbis bill, we 
might waive the rule which requires a conference committee 
to act only upon such matters as there was a difference upon be
tween the two Houses and upon matters which bad passed one 
or the other Bouse. That is all the reason I have for having 
said as much as I have upon the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there are but two words in 

' 

the amendment, I think. It is not tlle importance of the words, 
either, that makes me object to the amendment, as they call it .; 
but if the conference committee are authorized to put in these 
words, they are authorized to put in any other words they de.: 
sire, whenever it shall appear to the members of the committee 
that it would be a wise and judicious and proper thing to do. 
What I want the Senator from Texas to understand is that be 
is enacting a law. It is true that there is not much of it, but 
the principle is the same as if it contained half a dozen pages ; 
and if you can do that, you can enact a law that bas never been 
considered by either branch of the National Legislature, has 
not been read the first time, the second time, or the third time, 
and upon which there has been no discussion. Does the Senator 
from Texas think we should destroy· that principle of constitu
tional law that a bill must be read and must be yoted on here 
simply because, forsooth, somebody may say the Senate and 
the House ex industria left themselves out of a penal statute ? 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I am now ready to 
vote for a resolution- a joint r esolution, a measure that bas 
the force of law, or a statute, or in any other way--carrying 
out the purpose of this amendment, but I am ~ot in favor of 
creating here a precedent or admitting tb~t under any press 
of circumstances, no matter how great, we will relax the rule 
that legislation shall come to us as the Constitution of the 
United States provides it shall and in no other way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Colo
rado will not withdraw his point of order, because, while I 
sympathize with the Senator from Texas and feel that it is 
unfortunate that these words "including Representatives and 
Senators " were not put in, I wish to call bis attention to some
thing that happened in this body some seven or eight years ago 
under similar circumstances, except that the committee of con
ference were not open, and I thought were not clean. I used 
the word " clean " once before in regard to their action. It was 
a sneaky, dirty trick which ·was played by some one; I do not 
know by whom. 

But in a conference report a provision was sneaked in and 
went through here--it was never considered or read in the 
Senate--authorizing the Attorney-General to sue the State ·of 
South Carolina on some old Indian bonds. That shows the 
importance of not allowing a conference committee to legislate, 
no matter how much needed the legislation may be. It is no 
h·ouble to have a law amended. The P resident notified us the 
other day in regard to a joint resolution of inquiry that we bad 
omitted a very important part of it. He thought so ; I did not. 
Some Senators agreed with him, and some did not, but all the 
same we amended the joint resolution· so as to strengthen it in 
the place where be said it was weak. 

It will be very easy to amend this proposed law. The Senator 
can move to amend it, or he can take the report back ; ju t 
get it away from the conference committee, if that can be done. 
However, if it can not be done, let us pass it just as the two 
Houses have passed it, and then amend the law immecliately, 
so as to provide that Senators and Representatives shall not be 
exempted. But we should not allow any conference committee 
to legislate here. 

l\ir. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I feel --rery con
fident that the conference committee would not have presented 
this matter if we bad thought it would bring forward such a 
strong appeal for the sacred rules of the Senate. We talked 
about that m:itter a little, and I think it is true that not a day 
passes, while this body is in session, that we do not break tbe 
rules of the Senate. 'Ve have a right to set aside the n1les of 
the Senate. 

'l'he conference committee in this case do not present the con
ference report without an explanation. We do not present the 
report as a finality. The wording of tbe report itself says that 
the conference committee asks tbe judgment of the two Houses 
on this particular point. If the judgment of the two Houses is 
that Members of Congress ought not to be included in the pro
posed law at this time, the conference committee is more than 
content to take back the report. · 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is begging the question. The 

Senator ought not to feel at all sensitive about it, because hav
ing made the explanation--

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Just a moment there. The Sena
tor from Wyoming bas just said that the conference committee 
are not at all sensitive about it. They are perfectly willing to 
take back the report if that is the judgment of the Senate. 

1\ir. TILLMAN. The judgment of the Senate is, it ought t o 
go in, but not in this way. 

-
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1\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. All that it asks is the judgment 
of the Senate as to this particular thing. That is why we 
brought in the report; that is what we are waiting for, and 
·there is no sensitiveness whatever about it. 

But I call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina 
to the fact that an objection does not send the bill back to con
ference. An objection, under the rules of this body and the 
precedents of this body, only calls forth the judgment of the 
Senate upon the report. A single objection in the other House, 
as I stated, or a point of order, I understand, does send it back. 
But the objection here simply does what the committee asks
gives us the judgment of the Senate upon that point. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 1\!r. President, I trust the Senate will 
pardon another word. I think the Senator from South Caro
lina has omitted a consideration which properly enters into this 
matter, and to suggest it I will read a portion of the second 
section-just the point of dispute: 

Every officer or employee of the United States and every person act
ing for or on behalf of tbe United States in any official capacity under 
or by virtue of the authority of any Department or office of the Gov
ernment thereof who shall. etc. 

This is rather broad language. It not only includes any offi
cer, by that designation, but provides that any person who, 
acting for or on behalf of the United States in an official ca
pacity, shall do so and so shall be guilty or a certain offense. 
The point to which I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Carolina is that in a popular sense, for instance, or 
in a qualified sense, a Senator or a Representative is acting in 
an official capacity on behalf of the United' States when we leg
islate, though in strictness of constitutional law they are said 
to be officers of the State. 

In order to clear up that difficulty and to present the matter 
fairly and frankly to the Senate, the committee suggest that 
they are in doubt as to whether the words "and every Member 
of Congress" would add to the statute. On the contrary, it 
might be suggested that it was simply explanatory of what the 
two Houses of Congress had theretofore intended to do and 
attempted to do. I submit, Mr. President, that we ought to 
consider that feature, if I have made myself clear upon it, in 
determining whether the technical rule, supposing we have vio
lated it by bringing this report here, ought not to be set aside 
by the unanimous consent of the Senate and those words, which 
in a stJ.·ictly technical sense it is conceded ought to be included, 
inserted in order to include each Member of the House and each 
member of the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Texas does not under
stand me as objecting to what he is trying to accomplish? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Not at all. But my point-! may not 
be able to make it clear-is that the insertion of these words in 
a certain sense adds nothing to the law--

1\Ir. TELLER. Then leave them out. 
Mr. CULBERSON. But makes it clearer; and in order to 

guard against any' doubt upon that subject we suggest that 
those words go in, so that the statute may be complete and may 
include all persons who ought to come within its inhibition. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car

olina yield to the Senator from :Massachusetts? 
Mr. TILLMAN. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, certainly this is an unusual 

proposition and seems to establish a precedent that is rather 
dangerous. I should like to suggest to the Senator in charge 
of the conference report whether it would cause any material 
delay or make any material difference really if he would with
hold the conference report until the two Houses can pass a con
current resolution authorizing the conference committee to 
insert these words? Then the words will have gone through 
and taken the usual course, and the conference committee will 
have the authority to do it. It could not be a matter of more 
than twenty-four or forty-eight hom·s, and it will save the estab
lishment of what I can not help but believe is a dangerous 
precedent. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator from Massachu
tsetts what is the difference in substance between authorizing 
it now, while the conference report is here, and authorizing it 
after the matter goes back to the conferees? 

Mr. LODGE. I think there is a great deal of difference in 
substance. If conference committees are to have the power to 
come in here and propose new legislation on which the minds 
of the House have never met and which has never passed the 
Houses in due process, there wilf be no end to the amount of 
legislation that will be proposed, and it will pass according as 
the majority will rally to the conference committee. If we put 
this through in the form of a joint or a concurrent resolution, 
authorizing the committee to do it, it takes the regular course, 

just like any other legislation of that kind, and it protects us 
from establishing what I think might easily fall into a dan
gerous precedent. 

:Mr. BACON. I desire to suggest to the distinguished Sena
tor from Massachusetts that if it was attempted to have this 
passed by a vote in the Senate what he says as to its being an 
unfortunate precedent would certainly be eminently correct; 
but, as I understand the committee, they have recognized from 
the beginning that this could only be done by unanimous con
sent, and nothing which requires unanimous consent--

Air. CLARK of Wyoming. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. LODGE. That has been refused. Moreover, the point 

of order does not lie in the Senate as it does in the House. 
It ought to lie in the Senate and be fatal, but it does not, under 
oorru~ . 

Mr. BACON. I understand unanimous consent has been re
fused, and the Senator from Texas says he recognizes that, in 
view of the objection of the Senator from Colorado, it can not 
be acted upon. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I beg the Senator's pardon. I 
do not think the committee understand that. The committee 
understand that the well-established precedents in this body 
are that a conference report does not go back upon a mere 
objection. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, I understand that, of course. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But it goes back at the will of 

the Senate. 
Mr. LODGE. That is what I have said-that one objection 

has no effect. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: So I understood. 
Mr. LODGE. The only question in order is the question of 

consideration. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator does not misunderstand me. I 

do not mean to suggest that, according to any regular rule, in 
acting upon conference reports, unanimous consent is needeil, 
but I understood the Senators to present this report to the 
Senate with the recognition on their part that it was outside of 
the regular rule, and that unanimous consent would be re
quired. I may be mistaken as to their presentation of that 
matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The point I tried to make does not seem to 
impress some of my brethren here, and that is that other con
ferences might not be so open and square in dealing with us. 
I instanced a case in which totally new and strange and un
heard of provisions were incorporated in a conference report. 
They never had been considered by either branch of Congress. 
They were passed through without anyone here detecting it. 
They became a law. Now, if we squint even toward not up· 
holding our rules and not requiring conferees to understand 
their limitations, we certainly will throw down the barriers 
and we will have legislation by conferees. That is what we are 
trying to prevent. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that, but it seems 
to me exceedingly unfortunate that that rule should be strictly 
invoked against this particular measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is exceedingly unfortunate that some one 
did not discover the omission of these words from the act when 
it was on its passage. But I contend that we can better remedy 
it by an amendment or by a concurrent resolution, as suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, authorizing the conferees 
of the Senate to agree to the incorporation of these words, than 
we can afford to let it go through in this way. It may appear 
a small thing, but a small spark sometimes kindles a great fire. 

Mr. TEJLLER. I suppose the proper motion, in order to get 
rid of this matter, would be to move to disagree. Of course, I 
have no more interest in this matter than has anyone else. I 
raised the objection because this proceeding is out of order, be
cause it would tend to establish a precedent which would be 
very dangerous in the future, and because I believe it is in vlo·· 
lation of the Constitution of the United States. Every Senator 
here agrees that the committee had not any right to insert the 
words, and I think the committee knew they had not any right, 
but thought perhaps the Senate might waive the objection in 
this case. I am not disposed to waive it. Having made my, 

.objection, I leave the committee to take such steps with their 
report as they see fit. 

The VICE-PRESIDEJNT. The question is on agreeing to the 
report submitted by the conference committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is there a point of order pending? Will 
a point of order lie against it? Will the Chair please rule, the 
matter having been brought to its attention, whether it is 
within the province and power of a conference committee to in
corporate new legislation? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not think that a 
point of order would lie against a conference report. 
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Mr. LODGE. Not according to our rules. _ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a matter for the acceptance 

or rejection of the Senate. If the Chair sustained or over
ruled the point of order, it would find itself in the position of 
determining matters entirely within the control of the Senate. 
In the opinion of the Chair the question is on agreeing to the 
report submitted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest to the Senator who submitted this 
report that he let it go over until to-mon-ow--

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no objection to that. 
1\Ir. SPOONER. .And let us see if we can not devise a way 

to remedy this difficulty. · 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no objection to that 

course. There is no immediate haste. 
Mr. SPOONER. That ought to be done. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Let it lie upon the table u~til it 

is called up. 
Mr. PERKINS. If this matter is to go over till to-morrow, 

we may resume, I trust, the consideration of the fortifications 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
desire to withdraw the conference report? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire that it shall lie upon the 
table subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Witbout objection, it is so or
dered. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14171) making appropriations for 
fortification-s and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. NE,VLANDS. Mr. President, the bill as it came from the 
House provided " for the construction of seacoast batteries in 
the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands, $600,000," and to this the 
Senate committee has added the amendment-

Provided~ That no part of this sum shall be expended at Sublg Bay, 
Philippine 1slands .. 

I assume that that brings up the controversy between Cavite, 
adjoining Manila, and Subig Bay, as to which shall constitute 
the great naval station and commercial base of the future. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. I desire to say that while that may be the 

inference, it is not what influenced the Committee on Appro
priations in providing that no part of this sum shall be expended 
at Subig Bay. What influenced the committee was that the 
amount, $600,000, was too little to erect necessary works for 
defense of Subig Bay, and, second, that there is nothing at 
present in Subig Bay that needs protection, while the Hawaiian 
Islands and Manila Bay should be fortified at once. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But still, Mr. President, it raises the 
question whether these fortifications should be centered at 
Cavite, adjoining Manila, or Subig Bay, and there is a contro
versy between the Army and the Navy upon that question. 

Until recently it was universally conceded that the fortifica
tions should be centered in Subig Bay. Admiral Dewey, with 
a board of naval officers, made a report in favor of Subig Bay as 
the naval station of the future. That report was made some 
years ago, and the Navy Department, in pursuance of that re
port and in pursuance of legislative action upon the subject, has 
been making plans with reference to the construction of works 
of fortification at Subig Bay. It is only recently, I believe, that 
the Army has taken a position against that assumed by the 
Navy. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. NEWLA.NDS. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. It would be wrong for me to permit the 

Senator to make that statement unchallenged. This is not a 
difference between the Army and the Navy. A great many 
Army officers believe in Subig Bay as a great naval base. On 
the other hand, a great many naval officers believe that it is 
not yet time to take up the matter of Subig Bay. So there is 
a divided opinion in both the Navy and the Army, but it is in 
nowise a contest between the Navy and the Army as such. It 
is in nowise a contest of this kind on the part of the Committee 
on Appropriations that reports this bill. There is no member 
of the Committee on Appropriations who is not ready to take 
up the matter of Subig Bay and finally fortify it, if the Navy 
shall eventually choose that course and show that the works 
and fortifications there will be pecessary. They do believe that 

we should wait until we have an estimate, so as to know what 
it will cost to fortify that bay, as well as what the naval ex
penditures there will be. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It may be, Mr. President, that there is a 
difference of opinion !llOOngst naval officers as to whether these 
works should be centered at Subig Bay or at Manila, but I am 
sure I am safe in saying that a preponderance of the sentiment 
of the naval officers, and particularly of those who have care
fully examined the matter, is in favor of Subig Bay. I am also 
correct in saying that whilst there is ?- difference of opinion in 
the Army upon this question possibly the preponderance of 
sentiment in the Army is in favor of 'Cavite. So we have this 
contest going on. 

Whilst the Taft party was in the Philippines during the past 
summer the matter was discussed there. General Corbin and, 
I believe, General Wood are strongly in favor of having all tllese 
works centered at Cavite. The Taft party inspected Cavite and 
Subig Bay, with a view of enabling them to arrive at some judg
ment and conclusion regarding them. 

So, I say, we have here a provision which, in part at least, 
decides against Subig Bay and decides in, favor of Cavite, for 
the bill as it stands with this amendment will permit the entire 
$600,000 provided for by the bill to be expended at Cavite. 

I submit that whilst this is a matter of controversy, and until 
the plans are fully presented to the Congress of the United 
States, and until we have an opportunity of reaching a deliber
ate judgment upon this question, it is unwise for Congress to 
permit any money whatever to be expended at Cavite. Yet 
under the bill the whole of it, or very nearly the whole of it, 
could be expended there. 

1\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEN'I'. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from ·wyoming? 
1\Ir. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
.Mr. WARREN. The Senator evidently has overlooked the 

language of the bill. The bill provides for seacoast batteries in 
the Hawaiian Islands, and provides for the Philippine Islands. 

1\Ir. NEWLANDS. That is true. They could spend $1 in 
the Hawaiian Islands and $599,999 in the Philippine Islands. 

.Mr. 'V ARREN. It could all be expended in Subig Bay if 
needed, but it is not expected that any such course would be 
taken. I wish to say again-! have said it several times
Senators insist upon intended fortifications at Cavite. There 
is no intention of fortifying Cavite with this appropriation. It 
is simply to fortify the mouth of Manila Bay, and that of 
course fortifies, generally speaking, Manila and Cavite. If we 
went on exactly as is proposed by Admiral Dewey with Subig 
Bay we would still have to fortify l\fanila Bay, but not Cavite 
by itself. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Still, I insist, .Mr. President, that we have 
not had such plans presented to us with reference to fortifica
tions in the Philippine Islands as to enable us to form a judg
ment upon the question, and we are now asked by this frag
mentary legislation to gradually commit the United States to 
the construction of fortifications at this place or that without 
having the plans presented to Congress which are necessary to 
enable it to form a judgment. 

We have not yet determined whether we want any fortifica
tions in the Philippine Islands and we are not in a position 
yet to determine that matter. We will have to consider the 
question of a coast line of the Philippine Islands larger than 
that of the entire United States, and we will have to consider 
the question as to ·whether, if we enter upon the fortification 
of those islands, it will not involve an expenditure in the end 
larger than that already accomplished in the coast defense of 
the United States. We will have to consider the question as 
to whether the fleet itself is not ample protection to those 
islands and whether it is not the most economical and the most 
adjustable protection of those islands. It seems to me we ought 
to have this entire question, in all its comprehension, presented 
to the Senate of the United States and not have it presented 
in this piecemeal way. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia [:~lr. 
ELKINS] · says that this opposition is a suggestion that we in
tend to give up those islands; and he announced it as his opin
ion that the American people will never give up anything that 
they have acquired, that they will never give up land or any
thing unless they obtain something in return. 

Mr. President, that will depend upon the question as to 
whether the United States will act according to the usual rules 
of wisdom or not. The Senator's expression would intend us 
to believe that his view is that when a nation bas once gone 
wrong it should always stay wrong. I heard a Senator in the 
Philippine Islands say the United States never took a step 
backward. I presume he would say that if he fell into a well 
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or if he advnnced into a quicksand. I assume that the United 
States, this great nation, will act as an individual under similar 
circumstances, and when its attention is called to action that 
may have been immature and unwise it will act upon judgment 
and reflection, whether that action involves going forward or 
going backward. 

But there is one thing which bus not yet been determined 
by the American people, and that is that we intend to bold per
manently to the Philippines. Until we adopt a permanent policy 
regarding the Philippine Islands, I insist upon it that it is folly 
to commence a system of fortifi<:ations in those islands which, 
according to the testimony of some, will take from fifty to one 
hundred or one hundred and fifty million dollars. 

When the treaty with Spain was ratified, what did the Senate 
say by solemn re olution? There were two resolutions voted 
for, one the resolution offered by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. BACON] and the Qther the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. :McENERY]. One resolution declared it to 
be our purpose not to bold permanent sovereignty of the Phil
ippines, but to withdraw and give over the government of those 
islands to its own people. The other also declared that it was 
not our purpoEe to hold permanent sovereignty of the Philip
pines; that it was not a pn.rt of our policy to make the Philip
pines nn integral part of the United States. Whilst the Senate 
differed as to a declaration regarding the final disposition of the 
islands, there was a unanimous vote in the Senate that these 
islands were not to be held as an integral part of the United 
States, those who voted for the treaty insisting upon it that 
they were to be dispo ed of hereafter in a manner best suited 
to the interests of the people of the Philippine Islands and the 
people of the United States, the minority members insisting 
that they were to be held only for a brief time, with a view to 
turning over the government to the Filipino people. 

So we stand of record, when the treaty with Spain was 
adopted, declaring against holding these islands as an integral 
part of the United States, and that declaration received the vote 
of every man in the Senate. 

Now, have we made any declaration to the contrary? .And 
what are the declarations of the parties regarding the subject? 
The Democratic party bas uniformly taken the position that 
tho e islands are to be held in trust for their own people; that 
we a.re discharging the powers of sovereignty there in trust 
for the Filipino people, and that those powers are to be turned 
over to the Filipino people themselves. 

What is the decl:u-ation now of the Republican party? That 
we hold the e islands in trust for civilization and for the Fili
pino people; that we hold them simply because the Filipino peo
ple are not fitted for self-government, with the corresponding 
implication that when the Filipino people are prepared for self
go>ernment the government of those islands will b~ turned over 
to them. 

And what are the declarations of the leading men in the 
Republican party charged with the enforcement of the policy 
regarding the Philippine Islands? Secretary Taft has uniformly 
declared throughout the Philippine Islands that our only right 
and our only duty and our only obligation there is to prepare 
tho e people for self-government; and with that view we are 
instructing them in a common language and teaching them the 
principles of self-government 

It is true he is indefinite as to the period of withdrawal. 
Why? Simply becau e he says it is impossible to tell when they 
will be prepared for self-government. Inasmuch as their prepa
ration for that function is indefinite, be insists that the declara
tion itself shall be indefinite so far as time is concerned. 

And what does the President of the United States say upon 
this subject? In a recent message touching upon the Philip
pine question he declared that it was the hope and the trust 
of our people that ultimately the Philippine Islands shall bear 
the same relation toward us that Cuba now does. What rela
tion does Cuba bear to us? That of an independent Republic, 
protected by us, but having all the qualities that belong to self
government, with certain limitations imposed upon them by her 
own constitution and by her treaty with us, limitations simply 
involving our power to protect her against her own folly in the 
creation of debt and in the sanitation of the islands. 

Now, 1\fr. President, if that be the ultimate purpose of the 
Republicn.n party, as represented by its Chief Executive, what 
does it mean? Why, that those islands are to be held as a 
separate entity, absolutely distinct from the United States, with 
their own laws, with their own government, bound to us only 
by a single tie, and that is the commission that governs them, 
that commission ultimately but progressively to give way to a 
government of their own people when the Philippine Islands 
shall have acquired a common language and shall have ac
quired fitness for self-government. 

•, 

If these islands are not to be held as an integral part of the 
United States, and if both parties unite in the assumption that 
they are to be held for the exercise of the powers of sovereignty 
there by the people themselves at some time or another, I ask 
whether it is a wise thing for us to expend millions and tens 
of millions and hundreds of millions in fortifying those islands, 
as if we intended permanently to retain them? Is it not the 
wise policy simply to maintain some port like Subig Bay or 
Batan Island as a naval station and coaling station in the 
future, to be held as a part of the great chain of naval stations 
and coaling stations throughout the world acquired by us with· 
out dependent peoples? 

Now, there are two points that can be selected as a reserva
tion when the time comes for withdrawal. One is Subig Bay, 
in the northern part of the island of Luzon, nearest to Hong
kong. The other is Batan Island, lying to the southeast of 
Luzon. Batan has the advantage of being absolutely separated 
by water from the rest of the Philippine Islands; it bas the 
advantage of having almost no population; it has the advan
tage of having large coal fields, and it bas the advantage of a 
great port. So it has all the advantages, except, perhaps, the 
location, that the island of Hongkong has to the British Empire. 
That island has only come into prominence lately as a commer
cial station or naval station, and it adds to the advantages of 
Subig Bay the advantage of having great coal deposits of im
mense value. 

As to Subig Bay, .it is true it is a part of the great island of 
Luzon, bnt it is separated from the re"t of the island by high 
mountains, and immediately around this bay there is a very 
sparse population, I believe, not aggregating more than 3,000 
people. So with these high mountains encircling it, it can be 
easily protected against the rest of the island, and the harbor 
itself is one of exceptional capacity. 

If we are to have u naval station, a commercial and coaling 
station, after we part from the Philippine Islands, it must nec
essarily be either Subig Bay-" Olongapo," as it is called-or 
the island of Batan. If we are to retain such a naval station, 
it is essential that we should center every dollar of our military 
expenditure upon that station. · 

Now, .Mr. President, we are beginning to realize that there is 
no money in the Philippines. Different motives led the Ameri
can people to hold on to the Philippines. The commercial sen
timent was, of course, the strongest-the commercial sentiment 
united with the religious s~timent and an unthinking altru· 
ism regarding the holding of these islands. The church people 
wished to hold them because they wished to Christianize them. 
They now begin to realize that they are Christianized; that 
they are under the control of the Catholic Church, and they aro 
likely to remain there. The Catholic Church is doing good work 
amongst them. 

So far as the commercial sentiment of the country is con
cerned, we are beginning to realize that there is no money in the 
Philippines. There is no money in the Tropics anywhere. The 
temperate region has robbed the Tropics of their oldtime 
monopoly in certain products, so that to-day in the Temperate 
Zone we are producing sugar and tobacco, which used to be the 
monopoly of the Torrid Zone, a monopoly from which they made 
large profits; and we a.re beginning to realize that production 
can not be stimulated in the Tropics without either slave labor 
or forced labor. So the commercial sentiment of the country is 
ueginning to realize that there is no money in the Philippines. 

As to the altruists, their views are all tending to the conclu
sion that the best thing to do is to leave the government of those 
islands to their own people; that a democracy bus no right to 
impose government by force upon people strugo-ling to be a 
democracy; that a government of the people and for the people 
and by the people can not maintain anywhere consistent with 
its traditions a government by force. 

Mr. President, the sentiment of this country is gradually grow
ing in favor of the relinquishment of the PbiHppines, and we are 
now reaching a point where we can view the whole question in 
a nonpar:tisan spirit. The two parties are approaching each 
other upon this question. The declarations of the President 
and of Secretary Taft resemble the declarations which were 
made in the Bacon resolution, upon which the Democrats voted 
three or four years ago. So I insist upon it that it would be the 
highest folly for us to expend large sums of money in islands 
which we may yet withdraw from, and which we probably will 
withdraw from; and it is good judgment only to center our 
expenditures at a point which is likely to be held as a part of 
our commercial system in the future. 

I am in hearty sympathy with this amendment to strike out 
all of the paragraph relating to the Philippine Islands, so that 
this entire appropriation will be for the Hawaiian I lands 
alone ; and then later on we will consider our policy with r ef-
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erence to the Philippine Islands. We are about to consider it 
-rery soon in questions relating to the tari.ft'. We will probably 
be called upon to consider it very soon in estimates for appro
priations tllat will come from the War and Navy Departments 
with reference to comprehensive plans relating to the military 
and naval improvements there. It seems to me to be the height 
of wisdom to strike out from this bill every appropriation that 
relates to the Philippine Islands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment.reported by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will 
allow the committee amendments to go over. It is entirely de
pendent upon t.lle other amendment. 

1\fr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I certainly will place no ob
stacle in the way of a fair expression of the Senate upon the 
amendment proposed by the committee; but if on the desire of 
the Senator it is to be temporarily passed over, I should like 
first to make a few remarks in reply to one of his charges that 
this would be a wasteful expenditure of money. I will state 
that the estimate in the Book of Estimates, made originally by 
the Secretary of War, was, for Manila, 2,000,000, which was re
duced to $500,000; for Subig Bay, $500,000, which was reduced 
to $240,000, and for Honolulu and Pearl Harbor, $520,000, which 
was reduced to $2GO,OOO. In the bill we simply provide that this 
money shall not be expended in Subig Bay, for the reasons which 
have been stated over and over again. We ha-re no plan, no sys
tem, that has been adopted for the fortification of that port, 
and the money already appropriated has not yet been used. 

But I think it would be unwise to accept the amendment to 
sh·ike out the appropriation for the Philippine Islands. We 
have already spent nearly $3,000,000 on fortifications at the 
island of Corregidor, and the estimate required to complete them 
is $2,000,000; not, as has been stated by the Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. 'V ARREN] so pertinently, for the fortification of 
Manila Bay, but for the defense of the great city of Manila, 
with a population of nearly a quarter of a million. 

I want to answer the Senator from Wisconsin, who asked me 
the question before leaving the Chamber, why it was particular 
ports were named in this bill, when heretofore we have made 
these appropriations, as he understood it, in bulk for the Board of 
Fortifications and Ordnance to expend? That is very true, l\Ir. 
President. In 1883, in March, I think it was, Congress provided 
for the appointment of a Board of Coast Defense, consisting of 
the Secretary of War, two engineer officers, two ordnance officers, 
and two civilians. We made, however, no appropriations for 
their work until 1888. At that time the board organized and 
was known as "the Endicott Board." That Board comvleted a 
plan for each port-twenty-two ports in the United States, on 
the Atlantic coast and on the Pacific coast, with detailed plans 
for each one of those ports. Under those plans we have ex
pended $120,000,000, in round numbers ; $G5,000,000 have gone 
for emplacements and guns, and the other $55,000,000 have been 
expended in the purchase of sites for torpedo stations, arsenals, 
and other accessories that were necessary for use in connection 
with the fortification of the different ports. 

On Januru·y 31, 1905, the President, by authority .of Congress, 
appointed a new board to revise the plans of the Endicott Board, 
and as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LonGE] has read, 
they have classified them, and twenty-nine di.ft'erent ports, I 
think, have been named; among them, as be states, Subig as one 
which they have recommended should be fortified. They have 
left out quite a number of other places-! have in mind one in 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent-the great 
city of Los Angeles, in a county containing three or four hun
dred thousand people, on the harbor of which, San Pedro, the 
Government Ilas expended over $3,000,000 in building a sea wall 
and a harbor of refuge; yet that is not embraced in the places 
pro·dded for. I only refer to it incidentally in pn.ssing. I 
wLll to show that the plan of that Board has not yet been fully 
mat ured. As evidence of that, they give us no recommendation, 
no estima tes, no plans for the fortification of our insular posses
sion . 

Ca lifornia, Mr. President, is one of the brightest gems in our 
constellation of States. Pardon me for alluding to it in endear
ing terms. My friend fTom Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] regrets 
that llc is not a resident of that State or a citizen of it. True 
tiley may not send their best men to represent them in Congress, 
but tlley Eend men who are loyal to the great interests of their 
people. I will say to my friend from Massachusetts that, if be 
livetl there long enough, be might have a chance to represent 
tilat State. If we could have the benefit of his great learning 
and his great experience, I am sure it would add tenfold to the 
re ult of the work that her present representatives hn. e been 
able to accomplish. 

Mr. LODGE. Is that not a digression? 

Mr. PERKINS. True, Mr. President, I am digressing. If 
the amendment which is proposed by the Senator from Massa
chusetts shDuld prevail, be had better take the whole bill fl'om 
your committee and revise it. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not proposed any amendment. 
Mr. PERKINS. I thought the Senator proposed the one that 

is pending. 
Mr. LODGE. No; the Senator is m)staken. The Senator 

from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], a member of the Senator's own 
committee, bas offered the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, in this bill there are $200,000 
appropriated for ·guns for the insu~ar possessions. The appro
priations to which the Senator referred, wilich were made last 
year, were for guns which are in the process of · being manu
factured at the different arsenals of our country. 

The reason we ba ve named th~e ports this year was that a. 
member of our committee offered the following amendment, to 
which we all gave our sanction: 

Hereafter all estimates for fortifications of insular possessions of the 
United States shall be made and submitted to Congress, showing the 
amount proposed to be expended at each harbor in each insular pos-
session. ' 

That was done for the reason that much opposition developed 
in doing anything in our insular posse sions, so far as the forti
fication of different ports in those posses ions was cDncerned. 

I want to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that, while we 
have appropriated this money in bulk heretofore and have left 
it to the Board of Coast Defenses and Fortifications, to which 
I have referred, yet the information which they have always 
furnished your committee is in print of the number of guns, 
tile emplacements, and the number of mortars with which they 
intend to fortify each port. They have brought to your sub
committee the blueprints and explained them to us fully in de
tail; but we Q.o not wish to publish to the world our system of 
defense, the number or the caliber of our guns, or the ammuni
tion that we were to use with them. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from California did me the 
lwnor to refer to me. He does not mean to imply that I sought 
to secure the publication of these military secrets to the world, 
does be? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am replying to the inquiry the Senator pro
pounded a while ago in regard to our departure from the system 
which heretofore prevailed The reason was that your commit
tee have brought into the Senate in the past ten or twelve years, 
during which time I have been a member of the committee, this 
information in a condensed form, without going into details, 
and I am only endeavoring to explain why there was this year 
put into the bill appropriations for tilose ports in the insular 
possessions which have not heretofore appeared. . 

l.\Ir. SPOONER. If it will not disturb the Senator from Cali
fornia, I should like to ask him a question for information. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the Senator with pleasure. 
Mr. SPOONER. What is the amount of money that it is 

estimated will be required for fortifications in Hawaii? 
Mr. PERKINS. In the Book of Estimates, which I have be

fore me, the estimate is $2,000,000 for Honolulu and Pearl Hru·
bor, $520,000 to be expended during the coming year ; but the 
whole amount necessary, according to private information I 
Ilave from the Department, will be two or three million dollars 
to fortify Honolulu Harbor and Pearl Harbor, where it is con
templated to make a naval station, as the Senator is aware. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. Tile bill appropriates $GOO,OOO for the con
struction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian and Philippine 
Islands. How much of that $GOO,OOO, if the Senator will be 
kind enough to tell me, is provided for the Philippines and bow 
much for Hawaii? 

Mr. PERKINS. About $300,000 for the Hawaiian Islands 
and about $300,000 for the Philippine Islands. . 

1\fr. SPOONER. Then, if the amendment offered by_ the Sen
ator from Colorado should be adopted, the entire sum would 
not be necessary? 

1\fr. PERKINS. Then the whole $600,000 would be expended 
in the Hawaiian Islands. I think it would not be advisable to 
adopt that amendment, for the reason that we hn.ve appropri
ated in this bill every dollar tilat the War Department desires 
in order to purchase sites. There has been a combination made 
against the Government to charge extravagant prices for the 
site near Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I prophesied a couple of years ago that that 
would happen. 

:Mr. PERKINS. For that reason, if for no other, the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado should not pre
vail. Though he is generally very attentive, at the time this 
matter was being considered by the committee the Senator from 
Colorado bad so many other duties that be was not able to be 
present in committee. I am satisfied if he had been there, had 
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li tened to the testimony, and investigated the subject, as we 
have done, that he would have been of a different opinion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have a notion that if the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado be adopted, it would be eminently proper 
to reduce the appropriation of $600,000 for Hawaii to $300,000. 

l\lr. PERKINS. I think so. I think the information of the 
committee is that that is all that can be advantageously ex
pended this year. 

l\Ir. FORAKER. Before the Senator passes from that poirit, 
I should like to inquire what progress has been made in ac
quiring sites for tbe seacoast batteries at Hawaii, and what 
progress has been made in acquiring the necessary ground at 
Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. PERKINS. As to several tracts of land, condemnation 
proceedings are now pending in the courts of Hawaii. The 
courts, however, move justly, but slowly at times, in our insular 
possessions; and so the titles have not been fully adjudicated. 
Other tracts have been bonded for certain sums, and it is 
claimed the coming year will place the Government in possession 
of all necessary sites which will be required in Hawaii. 

l\fr. SPOONER. Can the Senator estimate the sum? 
Mr. PERKINS. That I am unable to say. 
Mr. FORAKER. The estimated cost . wiii not exceed, as 

I understand, what has already been appropriated on that 
account. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that the amount of money which 
the War Department asked for sites has been appropriated in 
each annual bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am talking about the site at Pearl Harbor. 
As I understand it, we made an appropriation a year ago, and 
that appropriation has not been used. 

l\Ir. PERKINS. That is also the case at Honolulu. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ye . The appropriation heretofore made is 

sufficient, so far as anyone is at present advised, in all proba
bility, to pay for all the ground that is being condemned. 

l\Ir. PERKINS. I so understand. 
.Mr. FORAKER. And this appropriation is intended to cover 

the sites for seacoast batteries at Pearl Harbor and Honolulu. 
Now, how much of it, can the Senator tell us, is intended to 
pay for sites? 

l\fr. PERKINS. The amount has not been segregated, so far 
as I am informed, but it was. estimated, in round numbers, 
that from two or three hundred . thousand dollars could be ad
vantageously used in the Hawaiian Islands. 

1\Ir. FORAKER. I will ask the Senator if that did not 
cover not only the sites, but also a part of the cost of establish
ing batteries? 

1\Ir .. PERKINS. 'Ve have also provided in another place for 
the sites and emplacements. In one place in the bill we have 
provided for the manufacture of various guns of different 
calibers. 

Mr. FORAKER. I had reference to the emplacements and 
the general preparation necessary to be made to receive the 
armament, whatever it may be. If that is provided for in an
other part of the bill, is it not true that a good deal IL.ore than 
$GOO,OOO will be needed in order to pay for a site for these 
seacoast batteries and for the erection of emplacements anfl. 
the necessary preparation to receive the armament? 

Mr. PERKINS. It will require about a million and a half to 
two million dollars more; but it will not be necessary to make 
that available for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what is the plan of the War 
Department. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state also to the Senator as to the 
guns the War Department is considering the advisability of 
increasing the caliber of coast-defense guns from 12 to 14 
inches. It is said that with the high explosives which they use 
in the 14-inch gun they will get 50 per cent more power, more 
energy, more force, and more destructive ability than from ilie 
12-inch gun. The 14-inch gun will expel a shell from the muz
zle of the gun 2,550 feet per second, going with an energy as 
it is expelled from the gun of 47! tons, carrying nearly 5 miles, 
and penetrating steel armor of 12 inches in thickness at that 
distance. 

Mr. FORAKER. l\fr. President, I want to ascertain from the 
Senator from California-! should like to, at any rate, before 
he takes his seat-what, in his judgment, will be a sufficient sum 
to appropriate for these seacoast batteries in Hawaii? I sup
posed that it was the purpose of the War Department to acquire 
the sites and proceed at once to the preparation necessary for 
receiving the armanent, and that they were perhaps limiting the 
appropriation on account of sites for seacoast batteries only 
because of this general plan, which was requiring so much 
money. But it seems to me that the amount of $600,000, if I am 
correctly advised, could all be used to good advantage. I think 

they will go right forward with their work, acquire sites, and 
make the preparations necessary for receiving the armanent. 
The Senator, however, knows more about that than I do. 

Mr. PERKINS. l\fr. President, I will say that your commit
tee are in full accord with the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on the Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and feel that 
every dollar that can be advantageously expended in fortifying 
this very desirable point in the Hawaiian Islands should be 
used. Their information is presented in their report to the 
Senate that this $600,000 should be divided according to the 
judgment of this new Board of Fortifications and Ordnance, 
consisting of the Secretary of War, Hon. William H. Taft, Lieu
tenant-G~neral Chaffee, Major-General Greely, General Crozier, 
the Chief of Ordnance, the Chief of Artillery, the Chief of Engi
neers, two members of the Navy, Rear-Admiral Thomas and 
Captain Sperry, and also a distinguished Army officer as sec
retary of the Board. This report only reached us a few days 
since. It was not printed, and therefore your committee did 
not have an opportunity of examining it at that time. 

Mr. CLAY. I do . not understand the Senator to say that 
$GOO,OOO could be advantageously spent in the Hawaiian Islands? 

1\Ir. PERKINS. I stated that your committee were advised 
that two or three hundred thousand dollars . was all that could 
be expended advantageously in the Hawaiian Islands during 
the coming year. 

Mr. CLAY. I know the Senator is aware of the fact that the 
last Congress in passing the fortifications appropriation bill 
especially provided that an itemized statement should be fur
nished to the Committee on Appropriations of how much money 
should be spent in each one of these harbors in the future ; and 
really, I believe that the appropriation bill ought to specify 
how much money is to be spent on each harbor. -

I know the Senator is perfectly familiar with the fact that 
the Secretary of War only asked for $260,000 for the Hawaiian 
. Islands. He asked for $500,000 for l\Ianila and for $260,000 
for Honolulu and Pearl Harbor, and he himself says that is the 
amount of money that can be advantageously expended there 
next year. Consequently, if that amendment should prevail, it 
would be necessary to decrease the appropriation from $600,000 
to $260,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Only $520,000 was asked for Honolulu and 
Pearl Harbor. That was reduced to $260,000 in the Book of 
Estimates, which the Senator has quoted. 

Mr. CLAY. That is correct-$260,000. 
l\Ir. PERKINS. Therefore, I reiterate that which has been 

stated again and again, that I do not think the amendment pro
posed by the Senator from Colorado should prevail. I believe 
that if the Senate should resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole and examine the testimony which we had before us in 
the committee-testimony which we can not present without 
giving too much publicity to it-they would agree with the con
clusions at which your committee have arrived. 

l\fr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
a part of this fund should be appropriated to the fortification 
of Cavite? 

l\fr. PERKINS. I do, most certainly. There is no question 
about it. It is true that my friend from Georgia---

1\Ir. BACON. I am not speaking of Corregidor Island; I am 
speaking of Cavite itself. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am speaking of Corregidor Island. 
Mr. BACON. That is 30 miles from Cavite. 
1\fr. PERKINS. Aye; but it guards the entrance to the bay. 
l\Ir. BACON. I did not misunderstand the Senator, but he 

misunderstood me. I am not speaking of Corregiclor Island. 
Mr. PERKINS. I am not advised as to Cavite. We have, 

however, a naval station there; we have machine shops there, 
and the testimony of the Bureau of Equipment and the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks is that it is ample for all purposes at this 
time. 

Mr. BACON. I had reference especially to Cavite itself, not 
to the island of Corregidor. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can not speak as to that. 
Mr. WARREN. I had the privilege of looking over the plans 

for the islands. There was nothing proposed for Cavite, as has 
been stated a great many times on the floor; but it is proposed 
to fortify the entrance to Manila Bay, which, of course, pro
tects Cavite as well as Manila. I do not understand there is a 
dollar to be expended on fortifications at Cavite proper from 
this proposed appropriation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Massachusetts requested that the amendment 
under consideration should be passed over temporarily. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to the amendment being 
passed· over. 



190G. co.._:rGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 4031 
The '"~''ICE-PUESIDI~4 ·T. In the nb. :nee n.f objection, the I The rel:mlt was announced-yeas ~:;, nays 23, as follows: 

:uneurlment "ill be va ·.eel over temporarily. YEAS-25. 
The 'ecretLtr:v rc:mued tlle rending of the bill at page 8, liue ' nn~on Dillingham Lod~o:e 

0. The next a~u:eudment of tlle Committee on Appropriations BI~Iley Dnhois f<:(;t·enry. 
.. tl tl " t t •'k Hl.lckbtnn l•'ostcr 1\1cC11mlJP.r was, on page R, line Hi, l.rforc tlle wonl tousan •. 0 s .n. ~ Hmudegee Frye Newlauds 

out "two huudn'<l '' nn:l insert " five hundred and sixty-fi"\ e, Dnll·clcy linn brough Overman 
. d. Burrows Kcnn Pntte1-son w ns to make the claul:jc I ea · Cluy Latimer Pettus 

co;·'~r u~}~n 1~urf1~18ihc m~~l~~~tl~<;• s~~~on~~stln~fu;l~~:o~~~lrca~~~~aic~~ NAYS-2:1. 
si·•h .. implemcntc;, equlpu:cnts. nnd tlle macllinery necessary for tlleir Allee Cnrter Fnlton 
mnnu!ncture at the nrsennls, 5liu.UOO. ~!~~~~~ g~1f~m Wyo. g~~1~1~er 

The nmendment was agr ed to. Ben•rlrlge Dick HP.mcnway 
'1 he rend in:! of the blll was concluded. il'lrkett Dollh·cr Lon"' 
Tlle YICE:PRE. 'IDE 'T. The :first amendment wllich was Burnhum Foraker l'enrose 

pa. ·.·en over will be stn trd. . NOT VOTL ·a-n. 
'J.'IJe SECRETAnY. On pn~e 7, he~inning on line 8, the comm1t- !t~~~ch E~~~~n [1~1.~uette 

tee propo!-'e to insert tlle following: ilC'l'J'Y Elkins 11!cEncrv 
Burton Flint J\lcLanrln 

POWDER FACTORY. carn•nck Frazier J\lnllory 
For the e.rc<'tlon nnd equipment of a powder factory, with its neces- Clnpp Gearin l\Int·tln 

smy commnnicatlons nn•l ncccsHory tructurcs, upon Sl!Ch J'<'Rervntlon Cllu·k,l\Iont. Gorman ?.Iillard 
JIOW or that mav he~·cafter lJc under the control of the \\ar Department Clarke, Ark. Hnle Money 
us may be selccietl by tlle .:ecretnry of War, 1~5,000. Crnne Ileybnrn M01·gan 

Cnll·ct·son Hopkins Nelson 
.. Ir. PERI~-I 1S. At tlt n:que:t of the Scllntor from Virginia Daniel Klttr xi:;:-c Nixun 

Raynor 
~pooner 
'l'cllet· 
Till wan 

Perkins 
l'iles 
Rntherlnnd 
\\"nmer 
·warren 

Plntt 
l'roctor 
Rcott 
~lmmons 
8moot 
!'tone 
Tnllnferro 
Wetmore 

fMr. DA1~1EL], 1 will n I- that the con~i<leration of that mn<.'nd- Ro :\Jr. TELLER's amendment wn agreed to. 
mcnt go over until to-morrow mornin~. '·IJcn we will tni·e it up 'l'he YICE-PRE IDE~'J.'. Tlle que~tion is on ngreeing to tho 
immediately nf1er tllc ron tine morning bnsiue's. The Senator amendment reportctl hy the Committee on Appropriation .. 
from Virginia desire to make some remarks in relation to this l\Ir. PERKL.. TS. 'l'lle amendment is not nece:snry, ns by the 
suhject-mattE>r. vote of the Senate there l1:1s been stricken out all apr1ropriations 

'l'he YICE-PTIESIDE ... rT. In the absence of objection, the for fortifications in the Philippine IBlnnds. 
amendment will he pn!'!-:e<l over. The next amendment which '.fhe VICE-PRESIDE ... T. Docs the Senntor withuraw the 
wa pn. FeJ o'er will be stated. amcntlment? 

The SEC.ru:T.AI>Y. On p.1.ge 8. under the headiug "Fortificn- Mr. PEHKL. TS. I witlHlruw the ::unemlment. 
tious in iu ·ulnr vo.". ession!'l," lina G, after the word " dollat"," The YICB-PllERIDI~~ "'1'. 'l'he amendment is withdrawn. 
tlle committee propo ·c to in ·crt: 1\Ir. CLAY. I de5ire to call nttention to tlle fnct thnt n~ this 

J•rnridrd, That no pa.rt or' tl11 sum shall be expended at Sul>ig llny, clnu:c now stands it reads "for construction of senc0nst bat-
Pblllppluc Islnnds. I tcries in the Hawaiian Islands, 'GOO,OOO." Tlle estimate of 

So n to make the clam:') rca<l: th 'Yar Department is only S:::?f'JO,OOO. I mo,·e to stril·e out 
ror construction of sencoRHt batteries In the HnwRIInn nnd Ph11ip- "~·,;oo,ooo '' and inFert "$~GO.OOO." 

pine I lnn<l ... tiOO,ouo: Prod!letl, That no part of this sum shall IJe J\rr. PI<JUKL. TS. I ncccpt the nmcnclment. 
CK(Jcmled nt Suhig llay, l'lllllvplue Islauu::o. 'l'hc YICE-PRESIDE ... ".r. The amendment proposed by the 

Til'.! VICI~-PHESIDI.C ... ''1'. 'J.'he queRtion is on the amendment Senntor from Georgin '"'ill be statt d. 
of the COlllmittec. [Putting tllc question.] By the sound the The Sr.m:ETARY. On page , line G, before the word "thou-
" noc " lm •e it. R:lll<l," it is llrovo~ecl to stril·e out "sL· lm1ulrt'd" allll in.-ert 

• Ir. PEHKL 'S. I cnll for the yens and nay . "two llundre<l nnd !'i. ·ty; " so as to rend " :.!HO,OOO." 
~Ir. LODGE. I Lu~~e t to the Sc·nntor from Californi:l that Tlte VI 'E-I'RI:SII>K .. '£. 'Without objec-tion, the nmend-

we 1irst take n vote on the amendment of the Senntor ft·om meut i agreed to. 'l'11e !Jill is still in Committee of the 'Yholc 
lorndo [Mr. TELLER] to Rave time .. 'J.'hnt will settle tlle wllole an<l oven to mucndmeut. 

que tion. Mr. PEHKL ~s. I request thnt the further consideration of 
Mr. l'ERrL YS. YE>ry well. the bill !Je vostponecl until to-morrow, for the purpo ·e of 
'£lie YIClti-l'I:ESIDR ... YT. In tbe nhsence of objection, the giying the seuior Senntor from Virginia [l\fr. DA IKL] an op

vote '•ill he tni·cu on tltc amendment of the Senator from Colo- portunlty to make n !'peecll on tlle powder question. 
rnclo, wltich will be stnted. 'J'he VICFJ-PRESIDEN'l'. If tllere is no objection, the bill 

'l.'he ECP.F.T_un.·. On pngc 8, llue G, before tlle woru "IslandR," will go oyer until to-morrow. 
~t i pro)\flsed hy Mi·. 'l~LLER to strike out the word~ "and Pllil- Mr. ALLISON. If tllnt is the only que ·tion in abeyance, 
1PI>ines;" o as to rend: "·hy would it not be wi e to lla\e the bill reported to tllc Sen-

ror constl'uctlon of seacoast l>!!.tterles in the IIawallan Islands, ate--
~ oo,ooo. Mr. PERKL TS. There is no objection to thnt. 

'I'he YICD-PRESIDEL TT. The que~tion Is on the amendment 1\fr. ALLISO~ 1• Anlllcnve the one nmeudment undiRpo!'cd of? 
of the. en. tor from Colorndo [ ... Ir. 'J.'F.J.LER]. 1\Ir. PERKL.:rs. I think the su;;gestion of the Scnntor from 

l\lr. LODGE. J.,ct u hnvc the yens nnd nnyFI, Mr. Pre:illent. Iowa L a good one. Therefore I sn~ge t that the bill be re-
Thn yen nnd un ·s were ordered, and tl..le eCI·ctary proceeue<l ported to the Senate, and tlle amendments made as in Commit-

to cnll tltc roll. te of the 'Vhole be concurred in. 
Mr .. IcE TJ\:RY (when his nnme was cnlled). I am paired 1\lr. ALLISON. Tllnt perhapi'l cnn not be done, Ienying one 

with tl1e junior ~enntor from New York [Mr. DEPEW], and amendment in the air. I su;;;;e t to the Senator that be ask 
therefore withhold my vote. unanimous consent tllat this shall be the only matter left fot• 

~rr. SCOTT (when 111~ name wns cnllecl). I bnve a general con,·lderation to-morrow. 
pnir with t11e junior Senator from Floriua [Mr. TALI.A..F.ERRO], Mr. LODGE. Agree to all tlle otller amendments and leave 
nnd therefore withhold my '\"Ote. this one open. 

The ron C'IJ1l wu~ concluded. Mr. ALLISO.~.r. Agree to all the other umcndments, so that 
. Ir. CLAU.r of 'Vyomlng. I am pnircd with the Senator from the bill can be tnken out of the Committee of the Wllolc when 

Mi ~ouri [Ur. STo. E]. Not knowing how llc would vote, I with- tllif'l single amendment is dispo ed of. 
I.tohl mv ote. The VICE-PRE IDENT. The Senator from Lwa will kindly 

.1r. PA'rTERSO. T. I nm paired witll the Senator from South restate his request for unnnimous con!;;ent. 
Dalwtn. [Mr. KITTnEDGE]. If he were pre:::;eut, I should vote Mr . .ALLISON. I nsk unanimous consent that the bill may 
" '<.'n." be considered closed in Committee of the 'Vhole, nil the ame~d-

·1\Ir. cr..~AUK of W oming. I suggest to the Sen~tor from ments having been agreed to except the amendment rel.\tiYe to 
Colorndo [Mr. 1' ATTEllBON] that we trnnsfer our pmrs, which the powder matter. 
will nllow us hoth to vote. I nm paired with the Senntor from Tile VICE-PHESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
1\IL ouri [Mr. STo~ ~E]. If it is agreeable to the Sc~ator we cnn of the Senator from Iowa? 
tran fer our pnir~, o that the Senator from l\I1s ouri [Mr. Mr. H~l\IEffiVAY. I call attention to the amendment on 

To .. ·E] will ~tnnd paireu with the Senator from South Dakota page 8, llne 10, where there is quite a large incrense over the 
[1\Ir. rmnEnGE]. amount authorized by the bill ns it passed tlle Hou ·e. The 

4 r. P.A.TTEUSO. "'. That is quite agreeable to me. Philippine I lands having been stricken out--
Mr. CL.A.llK of Wyoming. I vote "nay." 1\Ir. PERKINS. I will say to the Senator thnt ha been 
Mr. P ATTEll ON. I vote "yea." agreed to, and an explanation was made at the time. It doe~ 
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not disturb the autonomy of the bill at all to have it remain as 
it is. 

:;\lr. IIE~IE.~. TWAY. I sugge t to the Senator from Iowa there 
may be other matters in connection with tllis bill that we would 
like to keep open until to-morrow. 

Tlle VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa for unanimous consent? 

l\lr. IIEMENW AY. There are other items in the bill which 
I should like to di ·cuss to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then I would be glad if the Senator from 

California would go on with the other amendments this evening. 
::\Ir. LODGE. And fini h tlle rest of the bill. 
::\Ir. PERKL. "S. I think we had better perfect the bill this 

evening. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate us in 

Committee ot the 'Vhole and open to amen<lmcnt. 
~fr. PERKLTS. Now tbe Senator from Indiana can offer 

any amendment he de ires. 
Mr. IIE:\1ENW AY. I suggest to the Senator that I woulu 

Iik to look into the amendments I have in view, and if the bill 
is to go over as to one amendment, I sec no reason why it 
..,houlu not go over as to the other , so that Senators may have 
an opportunity to look into them. 

l\Ir. ALLISO ... T. I withdraw my suggestion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tile bill will go over till to-morrow. 

PE~SIO~ APPROPUIATIO~ DILI •. 

Mr . .McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent for tllc present 
consideration of the bill (II. R. 13103) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of tile United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1007, and for other 
purpose.·. 

:\Ir. PENROSE. ~Ir. Pre. idcnt--
Tlle VICE-PHESIDE.~.;T. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to tile Senator from Penm~ylvnnia? 
)Jr. ::\lc U~IRER. I yielU. 
~Ir. PE ... ~no E. I ask the Senator from North Dakota to 

yield to me that I may call up a concurrent re. olution. 
l\Ir. l\IcCU~IBER. I shculd like to ask if unanimous consent 

has been given. 
The VICE-PRESIDEXT. It bas not been given. 
l\Ir. ~IcCUMBER After that is given, I will yield to the 

Senator, if there is no objection. 
'l'he VICE-PRE IDE ... "'1.'. Is there objection to the request 

of the Senator from North Dakota for unanimou consent for 
the pre ent consideration of the bill indicated by llim? The 
Chair hears none. 

:\Ir. ~lcCU.MTIER. Now I yield to the Senator from Penn-
sy 1 vania. 
TWO HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSAUY OF DIRTII OF DE~JA:MIN FRANKL!~. 

Mr. PENROSE. With the consent of the Senator from North 
Dakota, I a k unanimous con:eut to call up the concurrent 
re.·olution relating to the celebration of the two llundrcdtb an
ni>er:ary of the birth of Denjamin Franklin. 

lly unanimous consent, the Senate proceedeu to consider the 
concurrent rc olution ·ubmitteu by ~lr. PE~ROSE on the 1!1tb 
in. tant. which had been reported from the ommittee on the 
Library with an amen<lmeut, on page 1, line G, after the word 
" Pcnnsylnmia," to in. crt '' commencing; " so as to make the 
concurrent resolution rend: 

Rc l)lt:ccl by the Senate ( tllo Ilouso of Reprcsclltatkes concurrin17), 
That the invitation extendt•d to the Congre.-s of the Unitetl ::)tutes by 
the Amet·ican l'bilosophical Society of Philadelphia, Pa .. to n ttend the 
eelebrntion o! the two hundrerltll anniversary of the birth o! Benjamin 
Franklin, to be held at l'hlla<lelplliu, l'a., commencing April 17, lUOU, 
be, nnd Is llcreby, accepted. 

'That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the IIouse of 
llt'presl'ntntives he, and they are herl.'hy, authorized and directC'd to 
appoint n committee to consist o! six ::)f'nators and ten Itepre~entatives 
of the Firty-ninth Congre s to attend the celebration ref<'rreu to and 
to repre ent the Congress of the United State,:; on that occnsion. 

'l'llc amendment was agreed to. 
Tllc concurrent re olution as amended was agreed to. 

had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with an · 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 
'l'he Secretary rend to the end of line D, on page 8. 
Tlle VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota desire that the committee amen<lmcnt shall be con·idercd 
when it is reached in the reading of tl1e bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I prefer it sbould be. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The amen<lment of the Committee on Pen ions was, on page 2, 

line 7, before the word "age," to insert "tbe; " and in tbe 
same line, after the word " age," to strike out " is " and insert 
" of G2 years and over shall be considered ; " so as to rend : 

Antl prodded further, That the uge of 62 years and oveL' shnll be 
consi~ered a permanent specific disability within the meaning of the 
pension laws. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator who bus this 
bill in charge whether tllat would give to every soldier who is 
G2 years of age a pension if he asks for it? 

Mr. 1\IcCUl\lllER. I think it will. 
Mr. TELLEU. That is the purpo. e of tllC provision? 
1\Ir. 1\lcCUl\IBER. 'l'hat is the purvose of it. 
1\Ir. TELLER. I do not quarrel with the purpose at all. I 

merely wanteu to kno\v. 
The VICE-PRESIDEr'T. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The rending of the bill was concluded. 
1\Ir. GALLINGER obtained the ftoor. 
1\Ir. 1\IcCU~IBEll. 1\Ir. Presidcnt--
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota. 
l\Ir. :\fcCU:!\tBEn. I have thought it proper to make a. very 

brief statement concerning tllis bill. 
~rr. GALLINGER. 'Viii the Senator permit me to offer a.n 

amendment before be makes his statement? 
l\fr . .:\fcCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I otrcr the amendment I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 

proposes an amenument, which will be stated. 
The SECRETAitY. On page 2, line D, after the word "laws," 

it is propo ·ed to insert a colon and the following: 
A ntZ vro11idcd further, That hereaft<'r in the adjudication of pension 

claims under the ,;eneral law the soldier shall not be required to prove 
the continuance o! the alleged disability or disabllitit's from the drtte of 
his di. charge !rom the service to the time application is made for 
pE>nsion or increase o! pension, it being sufficient for him to show that 
the disability was incurred in the servl~e and line of duty and that it 
exists at the time o! medical examination. 

Mr. G..:.\.LLINGI•JR If the Senator having cllargc of the bill, 
tbc cllnirman of the committee, bas listened to the amendment 
with suflicicnt attention to say that be sees no objection to it, 
I will not detain the Senate a moment. I will say, llo,vever, 
that the amendment, hastily drawn, and which, if it i~:~ inserted 
in the bill, will go into conference, is dcsigncu to cover a very 
few cases. I have here a letter from a l\Iat-~ ·acbusctts soldier 
wllicb I will ask to have inscrtcu in the REconu, detailing llis 
experience in tbe Pension Bureau. 

There is a. class of soldiers wllo when they left the senice 
suffering from disabilities were too proud to ask for pension":\. 
Some of them did not need t110 money, and other::; felt that it 
was not quite the patriotic thing to do. Their uisahilitie::; were 
unquestioned at the time they left tlle service. Forty or forty
five years after that time they become impoverished. They go 
to the Pension Bureau and ask for a. pension, anti they arc re
quired by the Bureau to prove the continuance, ycnr by year, of 
tllnt disability. It is not sufficient that it exists to-day, but they 
must prove absolutely that it llas existed year by year. 'l'hc 
medical men who treated them are dcn<l, as a rule, and it is an 
uttN· impossibility for them to establish this proof. 

It seems to me if they an show by llospitnl record or other
wiRe that they were disabled when they left the ~en·icc, in the 
line of duty, and when they make application for a l)Cnsion or 
incren ·c of vension can sllow th~t the same dilmbility e. · ist~, 

PE.- IO.i APPROPRIATIO~ DILL. that ought to be enough. That is the 1mrport of the amentl-
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from North Dakota yicl<l to ment, nnd I llopc the Senator will not object to it aml '"ill let 

me to cnll up a bill? it become a pnrt of the bill and ~o into conference at lt>tlHt. 
'l'lle YICB-PRESIDE~ -T. Docs tile Senator from North Da.- l\Ir. McCU~ITIEn. I !lave no objection wllatcvcr to the nmcnd-

kota yield to the Senator from. ~Iaine? ruent. I tricu to li ten carefully to its rea<.ling, aud I think it 
. fr. :\IcCU.~IBER. I will ay to the Senator from 1\laine that covers tllc inten<lcd object. 

quite a number of Senator · have reque.stcu that I yield to them l\Ir. GALLINGER. I a:;;k that tile letter which I send to the 
for the purpo~c of calling up hlll", and I have said to tllem that de k be in ·crted in the RECORD. It explains one cn:e very fulls, 
the }ICll!-!ion appropriation bill is probably shorter tllan theirs. and it impre:sed me so profoundly, I llm·ing thought of this in 

~Ir. FRYFJ. Yery well. I withdTaw the request. former year·, tllnt I felt necessity existed for amending tllc 
'rile Senate, a in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- bill in this way. 

si<ler the bill (H. R. 10103) making appropriations for tbc pay-~ The VICE-PRERIDE1-T. 'Yitllout objection, the letter will 
mcnt of in-ralid and other peu ions of the United States for tile be incorporated in the REcORD as a part of tile remarks of tllc 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1007, nnd for otller purposes, wllicll Senator from New Ilampsbirc. 
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